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Tuaxxr is in moſt men whi ka Segurita 
from the path of rectitude, and treated athers 
with ſeverity and injuſlice, an unhappy propen- 

ſity to. juſtify or extenuate their wn conduct; 
and, in ſome minds, this corrupt diſpoſition be- 
comes ſo prevalent, as to lead them to calumniate 
and blacken the characters of thoſe whom they 
have injured. They fondly ſuppoſe; that plac- 
ing their opponents in a light conſpicuouſly 
© odious, 1 will withdraw the obſerver's attention 
from their own temper and conduct; or at lehſt 

- ſoften his reflections upon them. This un- 
generous policy appears to have influenced 
_ George Markham, in his public oppoſition to 
the ſubſcribers and others, lately his priſoners 


in York Caſtle, for their conſcientious — 
pay Tithes. ee 
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Though this mode of attack, ſo unjuſt and 
diſhonourable, is often found amongſt men, we 
muſt own, that we did not expect a repetition 
of it from our proſecutor. Knowing that the 
abuſe and miſrepreſentations contained in his 
firſt pamphlet, had been fully detected and ex- 
poſed; we believed that he would have been 
ſenſible of the weakneſs of his cauſe, and of the 
cenſure to which his conduct had juſtly ſubjected 
him. But this expectation has not been realized. 
He has again come forward; and laid us under 
the neceſſity of expofing his art and ſophiſtry, 
and of further ue the true characper of 
wands 1 - 

Many of our friends are Y opinion, glu 
— Markham's reply to our Defence, 


. fo deſtitute of ſound and fair reaſoning, — fo 


.-replete with calumny and abuſe, that it contains 
its own antidote; and is unworthy of an an- 
ſwer. We think that theſe obſervations, with 


. reſpect to the greater part of readers who may 


- peruſe the controverſy; are, ſtrictly juſt; but as 
there may be ſome, on whoſe minds, the plauſi- 
- bility and confidence of George Markham may 
impoſe, we. feel it. incumbent upon us to reſume 
the painful, taſk. of, publicly vindicating. our- 


, ſelves; though in ſo doing we ſhall be conſtrained 
to ſet our proſecutor-in a very unamiable light. 


But as he has: deliberately provoked this. ani- 
madverſion, we hope that our readers will not 


1 Think that we are intemperatelp ſevere; or 


that, 


8 


chat, on ſuch a mind, the language of gentle 
remonſtrance can now have any effect.? The 
reſpect which is due to the public, as well as to 
ourſelves, will however, prevent us from violat- 
ing the rules of decency and good manners. 
No abuſe or provocation from George Markham, 
ſhall make us ſo far forget ourſelves, as to fol- 
low his example, in a conduct ſo den 
and unmanly, :- 
Before we enter on the chief points of the 
controverſy i in which we are engaged, it ſeems 
proper to make a few remarks on ſome. of 
George Markham's introductory and detached 
obſervations. And we hope that, through the 
whole of our labour, we ſhall treſpaſs on. the 
reader's time ang attention as little as poſſible, 
by confining ourſelves to as ſhort ſtrictures as 
the nature of the ſubjects will admit. N 
In the pamphlet before us, George Markham 
ſtill perſiſts in ſtiling himſelf the perſecuted 
party: and this on the ground of his being the 
maintainer of legal rights. He is the P 


. We inſert the followtog ancedote, as not inspplicable to the pre- 
ent occaſton. A preacher who thought it his duty, in addrefling a 
congregation; to deal very freely with ſome of them, was aſked after- 
wards, by a perſon who probably felt himſelf hurt, whether he had 
ever heard the ſaying, That ſoft knocks open hard blocks.” The 
preacher ſignified, that he knew it well; bat that there was ſome 
wood, ſo decayed at heart, that ſoft and gentle blows ſerved only to 
drive the wedge to the head, without cleaving the wood ; aud that 
ſuck blocks were beſt riven by a few vigorous lively rokes, 7 


+" More Truth,” p. 16. 


tor, 


dean 


tor; and we the perſons profechted; -and, there- 
fore, he infers that, we are his perſecutors. This 


i A ſpeties of logle which we cannot compre- 


hend. If they who are ſubjected to ſevere laws, 
enforced by an unrelenting man, can properly 


bed (called bis perſecutors, the meaning of the 


terms perſecitor and perſetuted, hithertò adopted, 
"muſt be completely reverſed. On the principle 


laid down by our opponent, the haughty Ne- 
buchadnezzer was perſecuted by Shadrach, Me- 


ſhech and Abednego, who diſputed the reQitude 


of his demands, and could not in conſciente com- 


ply with ws which he put in force againſt them. 


George Markham ſeems to feet that he has been 


"influenced by a perſecuting ſpirit: for his en- 


deavours to repel the charge ſerve deer to faſten 
it upon him. 

This artful man is very wllcitous to prevent 

the public fympathy i in our favour; and la- 

"bours * to ſhew that we are unworthy of it. 
But facts will ſpeak for themſelves; and op- 

preſſion is ſure” to intereſt the feelings of gene- 

rous minds againſt the oppreſſor, whatever may 


- be the art and plauſibility, - with which he en- 
deavours to intercept their indignation againſt 


- himſelf, and their compaſſion: for the injured. 


On the uprightneſs of our conduct, and the 


ſeverity of George Markham's proſecution, we 
cs Mere Truib,” p. 7. 


freely 
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freely reft our ae an interatin the public 
attention. e | 

Our proſecutor: charges. us. th having 
<4, publiſhed previouſſy to his appeal, various 
narratives of our ſufferings on his account; 
one of which, he ſays,* appeared laſt year 
* under the title of * Strictures on the conduct 
£ of the Rev. George Markham, vicar of Catle- 
ton, in Yorkſhire,” abounding in abuſe and 
ſeandalous miſrepreſentations. of the meaſures 
* which I had employed to recover my ſub- 
& tracted tithes. This work they introduced 
to the public as coming from the pen of a 
% member of the church eſtabliſhment, I 
took no notice of the ſcandals it contained. 
“It is now acknowledged by the Quakers*; own 
« agent at York, that Charles Wilſon was 2 
man of ſtraw.” On this point, we obſerve, 
that previouſly to our Defence, we publiſhed 
nothing but a ſhort ſtate of our caſe; Which 
was neceſſary to ſhew the public the ground. of 
our confinement, and to prevent reflections on 
our character. When George Markham's 
Truth for the Seekers“ appeared, we were 
indeed “ forced into controverſy? by the 
various virulent attacks which he made upon 
vs, With regard to the © Strictures alluded 


More Trath," P- 10. 


to, 


6:4 F 
to, we aſſert, that, ſofar from n introduced 


them to the public, as coming from the pen of 


Charles Wilſon, neither we, nor the Society of 
which we are members, had any concern in the 


work, or in its publication. We knew nothing 


of it till ſome time after its appearance; nor do 
we yet know its author. It contains matter 
and form inconſiſtent with our principles; and 
as we do not merit the charge of duplicity laid 
againſt us, we are not anſwerable for the con- 
tents of the book. We are at a loſs to account 
for George Markham's forming ſo ' groſs a 
miſrepreſentation, unleſs it were intended to 


leſſen the odium of his own obloquy, by charg- 


ing us with publiſhing a bock againſt him, 


Which he ſays * abounds in abuſe and ſcandal- 


ous miſrepreſentations of his meaſures; and 
which, therefore, he might pretend, wouldjuſtify 


retaliation. From this ſpecimen of the high 


tone and confidence, with which George Mark- 


ham can advance poſitions perfectly groundleſs, 


the reader will naturally be on his guard, 
againſt the bold and impoſing air of truth, that 


may accompany many of his other declarations. 


George Markham 'has been very free in his 
cenſures on the religious Society of which we - 
are members; and has interſperſed his invectives 
againſt them throughout his preſent perform. 
ance. He ſuffers himſelf to be ſo far tranfported 
with paſſion, as to call them hypocrites, and to 
intimte that if they are not your rogues and 

frantic 
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frantic. perſons, they border upon the charactera· 
of. ſuch men: and he thinks that they do not 
deſerve the indulgence, which the Legiſlature of 
their country has granted to them. It isa bleſſing. 
to this people that they have long lived under 
the government and protection of men of à very 
different ſpirit. from that which actuates this 
uncharitable and violent perſon. We have too. 
much reaſon to believe, that if it had been i in. 
his power, he would long fince have deprived. 
them of both the lenity and the protection of 
government; and “ driven every Quaker, not 
only out of his pariſh, but out of the kingdom 
too. That we may not be ſuppoſed to charge 
him unjuſtly, with having calumniated this ſo, 
ciety, we ſhall quote ſome of his opprobrigns 
language. 

, To a ee mind, it will appear an 
object of ſome curioſity, to behold a people, 
« diſtinguiſhed at firſt by all the apenneſs and 
, boldneſs, as well as the lofty pretenſions of 
ce the wildeſt enthuſiaſm, exchanging that blunt 
c ferocity for an hypocriſy beyond all example, 
in ancient or modern hiſtory ; though tinc- 
< tured ſtill with their original pride, and a 
e cunning which is able even to turn the freaks 
te and extravagancies of former times to their 
„ worldly. advantage.” *—** With ſeveral com-; 

t mendable cuſtoms ang qualities, they conjoin, 


More Truth, p. 6, 


A4 n 


« in the interecurſes of life, A — border- 
ing on trickiſhneſs and roguery. And Who. 
« eyer ig drawn into a litigation with the 
boneſt Quakers, inſtead of obtaining from 
them either coat or cloak, may think him- 
70 felf very fortunate, if he eſcape with a ſhirt to 
bi own back.” *—* And although the reli- 
„ gious zeal of the honeſt Quakers be very 
much cooled, as already obſerved, they find it 
* convenient Rin to take adyantage of certain 


56 indulgencies granted in commiſeration to 
tt ſincere crazineſs.” + 


If theſe liberal effuſions are not the language q 
of erazinefs, they are certainly much worſe. 
They are the intemperate fallies of a mind which 
& accountable for its voluntary extravagance j 
and which debaſes itſelf by the proſtitution of 
its powers. The integrity and reputation of 
the ſociety which he labours to traduce, require 
not our feeble aid to ſupport them; and are too 
well eſtabliſhed to be tarniſhed by the breath of 
envy and malice, To what cauſe are we to at- 
tribute this general attack upon a whole claſs 
of people, when his conteſt lay only with a few 
obſcure individuals? His aſpiring and indignant 
mind ſeems to have ſcorned a victory over a 
few poor members of this ſociety ; ; and to have 
hurried him on to deſtroy, if poſſible, the cha- 


Facter « of. us akogether. On this occaſion-we 
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1 
were naturally rèminded of the conduct uf 


Hamam of diſhonbured- memory, wich reſpect 


to Mordecar and: the Jewiſſi people: and we 
muſt take the liberty of calling George Mark- 
ham's attention to the fate of this malevolent 
petſecutor. On his own head may recoil that 
infamy, wh 
bring upon others. 

The weapons of falſehood and mnligatty footed 
not to be ſufficiently pointed, for this ungene- 
rous man's purpoſe: he employs alſo the ſhafts 
of ridicule againſt the ſociety. At pages 15 and 
31, he relates ſeveral contemptible tales, which 
appear to be either bis own invention, or the 
invention of minds congenial with his own. 


They who can find pleaſure in fabricating and 


- retailing ſuch feurrilous | anecdotes, betray a 
low taſte; and are to be-pitied for the paucity of 
their rational amuſements, As it concerns George 
Markham to believe that ridicule is not 2 teſt of 
truth, he probably does not believe that it is: but 
a little knowledge of human nature is ſuffi- 
cient to teach him, that, if he tan ſet his oppo» 
nents in a ridiculous point of view, and make 
his readers hugh at their expenſe,” he will pre- 
poſſeſs many againft the cauſe of ſuch opponents, 
and in favour of his own. As, however, the 
candid and judicious, whom it is of moſt im- 
portance to convince, will ſee through and de- 
Fpiſe ſuch ſtale and low artifice, he will, upon 
the 9 loſe more by the trick than he can 


poffibly 


he is fo unjuſtly 1 to 
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poflibly gain. But what ſhall we ſay of this 
angry man's virulent reproaches, and low tales 
againſt the ſociety, when we conſider him as one 
that profeſſes to be a preacher of the Goſpel of 
peace and benevolence? Where is that meek. 
neſs, in which thoſe that oppoſe him ſhould be 
inſtructed! Where the charity for thoſe that 
differ from him in opinion ! Where the tender 
ſolicitude for the welfare of his fellow men! 
Whatever good inſtructions his hearers may 
teceive on the ſubjects of meekneſs, moderation, 
and a true chriſtian ſpirit, they muſt ſurely be 
deſtitute of that animating principle, the Per 
of a correſpondent example. 

There is a particular reflection of George 
Markham againſt this ſociety, which we ſhall 
take a little notice of, though it is ſcarcely 
worth it. In quoting the preamble of the 
| Statute of William III. which ſays, Whereas 
by reaſon of a pretended ſcruple of conſcience, 
&c.” he exultingly ſubjoins, The good 
Friends will do me the juſtice to obſerve, 
that not only I, but even the Legiſlature, for 
* more than'a century, has deemed. their ſcru- 
« ples to be pretended.” It is. probable that the 
makers of this law did not believe the ſcruple to 
be well founded: but whatever idea they annexed 
to the enn pretended, it is — that 


»We preſume that the Legiſlature uſed this wood as  equiralem te 
allege: © Whereas, by reaſon of an 1 ſcruple of conſcience.” 


they 


. 
they thought the ſcruples real and not feigned : 


for it is rather abſurd to imagine that the Le- 
giflature would have granted theſe people the 
privileges of this law, on the ground of their 
ſcruple of conſcience, if they had believed that 
no ſuch ſcruple exiſted. But ſuppoſing that the 
Legiſlature had acted ſo inconſiſtently with their 
ſentiments, it would only thence follow, that 
the principles and conduct of this Society, were 
not, at that early period, and by the framers of 
that law, ſo fully known and-acknowledged, as 
they have ſince been. The reader, by peruſing | 
an Act of Parliament; paſſed the 8th of Geo. J. \ 
chap. 6. will perceive the ſentiments which the 
Legiſlature entertained of the members of this 
Society, at a much later period, and after they 
had given full proof to the world of their con- 
duct in life, and the nature and tendency of 
their principles. In the preamble of this Act, 
æare the following words: © And whereas it is 
«evident, that the ſaid people called Quakers, 
< have not abuſed the liberty and indulgence 
« allowed to them by Law; and they have 
given teſtimony of their fidelity and affection 
«to his Majeſty, and the ſettlement of the 


 * Theſe acts were intended for the benefit of the Quahers, to pre · 

vent their being liable to expenſive ſuits, ſor refuſing to pay Tithes on 

ſeruple of conſcience, by giving an apparent compulſory method of levy- 

jog Tithes, and other cuſtomary payments, in a ſummary way- 

2 2 of Lord Mansfield, reported in Burn's Juice 
C | 
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< Crown in the Proteſtant line; and it is rea- 
<< ſonable-to give them farther caſe and relief, 
6% gc. This is an unequivocal and honourable. 
teſtimony in favour of the Society; and we truſt, 
that the peaceable, loyal, and upright deport« 
ment of its members, will ever entitle them to 
the protection of government, ſecure the eſteem 
daf the wiſe and goods and bear down the calum- 
nies of unreaſonable men. 

Having diſcuſſed a few preliminary matters, 
we how proceed to the chief ſubjects of the dif- 
pute. And that the reader may have ſome 
clew to guide him, ſome reſting places, amidſt 
the variety of facts and allegations brought for- 
ward in the controverſy, we ſhall arrange what: 
we have to advance, in the order following. 
We ſhall conſider George Markham's conduct 
at the commencement of the huſineſs, and be- 
fore the Juſtices; the proceedings in the Court 
bf Exchequer ; his confinement of us in priſon, 
and his conduct towards us in that ſituation; 
his difpoſition and treatment of us, fince our 
releaſe: and then we ſhall advert to ſuch inci- 
dental matters, as come not properly under any 
of thoſe heads: after which ſome obſervations 
vill be offered on the ſubject of Tithes, and the 
religious principles of our Society againſt paying 
them. 

When George Markham abarmed the Vicarage 
of Carlton, and the apparent charge of the 
n: welfare of his pariſhioners, how did ” 
a 


<( 43 7) TE. 
ick on the/odcifion ;? Ee ſPems to have repsbral 
to the object of his -Uefires, ' rather as 'the 


Eagle chat haſteth to che prey,” than as a 
- meſſenger of the glad tidings of the Goſpel.” La- | 


ſtead of labouring to inſtruct the ignorant; t 
reform the vieious, and to comfort the afflicted, 
it appears to us that his greateſt ſolicitude was, 
to ſearch into the dormant claims of his prede- 
ceſſors, and to increaſe his own revenue, at 
the expenſe of many who were earning a 
fender ſupport by the ſweat of their brows. 
Inſtead of bringing upen himſelf < the bleſſing 
* of thoſe that were ready to periſh, and mak- 
* ing the widow's heart to ſing for joy; has 
he not increaſed the burdens of the poor, and 
made himſelf a word of reproach in the mouths 
of his pariſhioners? And yet this man, purſuing 
a conduct ſo derogatory to the credit of is 
order, ſpeaks much of his labours and concern 
for the intereſt of the church, and the honour 
of an eecleſiaſtical 'eſtabliſkment, In profe- 
euting the claims ef the Vicar of Carlton, 1 
have profeſſed; (ſays he,) and Rill prefeſs tolhave 
been actuated by a regard to tho rights of the 
church.“ Hs ſeems to ſuppoſe, that the ſupport 
and reputation of the church to which he be- 
longs, are chiefly promoted by dexterous at- 
tempts to ſecure and multiply the great and 
{mall tithes; and we muſt on that his con- 


E 
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duct, in this reſpect, has been are con- 
ſiſtent with his opinions. 10 
Impreſſed with theſe views, our e 
made an early arrangement and demand of his 
claims on the pariſh; and ſummoned ſeveral 
perſons, members of our Society, before a meet- 
ing of the Juſtices, to obtain from them the 
Tithes ſaid to be due to him. As this applica- 
tion to the Juices, and the circumſtances at- 
. tending it, are leading points to determine the 
juſtneſs of a 2 of our charges againſt George 
Markham, we ſhall endeavour to ſet them be- 
fore the reader, in a clear and ſimple light. Ag 
the laws of the country, for which he profeſſes 
à great reverence, had ordained, for the eaſe of 
our Society, that tithes. not exceeding the value 
of ten pounds, might be recovered before two 
| Juſtices of the Peace, he could not, in the firſt 


inſtance, without | a' flagrant violation of fair- 
neſs, refuſe to make his application accordingly, 


whatever might have been his ſecret intentions. 
_ The perſons who were ſummoned appeared; 
and: the. Juſtices having examined the nature 
and circumſtances of the Vicar's claim, deemed 
it unreaſonable, as exceeding» à tenth of the 
. Rong and having diſcovered an 
informality 


e * George PING. at PR 25 acknowledges that he rated a Tithe 
Calf at Thirty Slillings ; and ſays, eit was a very moderate charge. 4 
He obſerves, © that the cows in this pariſh generally calve in the 


* ſpring : the cuſtomary time of "Timing: the calves is Martiomas. 
by f N „What 
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Informality in che ſummonſes, - diſmiſſed the 
complainant for that time; but intimated to 
him, that if he would apply again, and make 
reaſonable demands, his claims ſhould be at- 
tended to. This, however, George Markham 
refuſed to do. Several of the other Friends then 
preſent, deſired that he would let them know 
his demand againſt them; but his anſwer was, 
that he would ſue every man in the Court of 
Exchequer, and then they would know his de» 


mand. To prove the truth of this ſtatement, 
' we alleged the teſtimony of a reſpectable Juſtice 


of the Peace, who was preſent at the time, and 
who is the only ſurvivor of the Juſtices before 
whom they were ſummoned... Finding this 
teſtimony to preſs painfully upon him, our pro- 
ſecutor has no means to evade the force of it, 
but recourſe to a moſt ungenerous inſinuation 
againſt this magiſtrate... There is no one (ſays 
1 " he) d the leaſt eee of the gen- 


4 


% What muſt be the GY calf that is not worth Thirty Shilling, at 


«.ſeven months old? On this point, it is proper to mention, that 


land in part of the pariſh which was occupied by the Deſendants, is of 
a poor quality, and ſuitable only for ſmall cattle. That * ſeven 
months is the cuſtomary age of Tithing calves,” is a new diſcovery, an 
: affertion without foundation. Burn, in his Eeeleſiaſtical Law, and Shaw 
in-bis Law of Tithes, ſay, that calves ave Titheable at the time of 
weaning.” It is well known that calves intended for increaſe of ſtock 
ſeldom ſuck the cows many days; and when defigned for the butcher, 
ate but rarely, in this part of the country, kept to the age of a month. 
Any perſon, therefore, who conſiders the price of cattle here, at the 
period referred to, will concludes that when the calyea became 
Titheable, Fifteen Shillinge was about their average value. The reader, 


by this ſpecimen, may judge, whether the Juſtices had not ſufficient 
ground for — —_— warcaſouadle. 
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ce * well * how to, pe the. __ 


luste : 

This we: believe 90 be 9 — and an un- 
5 attempt: to; invalidate the force of evi - 
-denge;againſt himſelf. He ſeems to think that 
reſpect is due to him, 28.2; Public Officer, as, he is 
pleaſed to ſtyle himſelf; and therefore he ought 
to have bean peculiarly on his guard againſt 


 wantonly aſperſing the character of, a perſon in 


an oſſice ſo important as that which is held by 
this magiſtrate. But this is George Markham's 
favourite mode of defending himſelf agaipſt 
preffing attacks; as: the reader muſt have per- 
ceived by the numerous ſarcaſms lch are in- 
erlpered in his publications. vr 
From this, account of our opponent? s con- 


| Safin the magiſtrates, and his determina- 


tion to proſecute every one of us in the Court 


_ of Exchequer, we think we are warranted in 
- aying, that he was highly-culpable. If the firſt 
ſummonſes or proceedings were irregular, ought 
he not to have cured the defect, by a ſecond ap- 

plication, rather than reſort to a, tribunal 
- ſo expthſive and oppreflive to men in ſtraitened 
- circumſtances ? - Ought he not at leaſt to 
. have. firſt tried the effect of an application 

| againſt the reſt of us whom he bad not ſum- 


Mere Truth, p. 44. 


moned ? 


1 


: - oned? But 38/2 reaſon. for not:proceeding in 


this manner, he alleges,* «That he was then, as 

the Magiſtrates were informed, and the Quakers 

ell knew, prepared to quit the country: 

and, from the arrangements he had made to 
„ that end, could not wait there for the next 
<« feſſions.”” This is a very extraordinary apo- 
logy for neglecting concerns, which he thought 
of ſome. moment to himſelf, and which cer- 
tainly were ſo to us. That he ſhould be earneſtly 
deſirous of leaving the country, is not to be 
wondered at- The ſcenes of his oppreſſive 
| exactions, and the countenances of moſt 'of his 
pariſhioners; may well be ſuppoſed to reproach 
and trouble him: But that, in the midſt of 
purſuing his intereſt, he ſhould reſolve to leave 
it unſettled, is rather unaccountable.- If his 
wiſh to be engaged in other purſuĩts, prevented 
him from waiting till the next ſeſſions, this could 
not, ſurely, be a ſufficient reaſon for neglecting 
the buſineſs ſeven years from the time of theſum- 
mons. That period elapſed, before he filed his 
Bill in the Exchequer againſt us: and during 
the whole of it, he did not make a ſingle at- 
tempt to recover his demand from any of us, 
before the Juſtices. At the time of his leaving 
the country, it ſeems he was ſo anxious to ob- 
dan in the object of his deſires, ry he .could not. 


_—_ Mere Truth,” p. 25. 
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1 
wait till the next ſeſſions; and yet he reſolved 
to engage ina proſecution, which would pro- 
bably poſtpone the attainment of that object, for 
many years. This man muſt ſuppoſe his readers 
| bereft of common reflection, when he expects 

to perſuade them to believe him, on grounds ſo 
palpably abſurd, What proportion could the 
inconvenience. of a few! months? delay, bear to 
the. cyils-of ſuits tedious and expenſive, both to 
bimſelf and his pariſhioners? Where was his 
humanity % others, or his. ſelf-government, 
when he could. make an election ſo pregnant 
with. diſtreſs to us, and vexation to himſelf? 
On this: prepoſterous apology, we have only 
further to obſerve, that as he knew the objects 
fer which he came into the country, and the 
ſteps neceſſary to obtain them, he ſhould pre- 
vioufſly have made correſpondent arrangements. 
We lament that he has been ſo attentive to his 
own little convenience, and ſo totally regardleſs 
of the material intereſts of others. 
But this expert apalogiſt has another reaſon 
for his determination. He ſays, * that if he 


| «had been otherwiſe circumſtanced, it was 


<< extremely manifeſt, chat further application 
% would have been productive only of ſome 
new ſubterfuge, or the ſecond edition of an 
old one.” On what ground could this have 
appeared ſo e manifeſt *”? Did not 


5 « More Truth,” p. * 


the 


„ r 
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.the' Juſtices declare, that if he would apply 
again, and make reaſonable demands, they 
would attend to his claims? Was no credit due 


to their declaration? He fays, © that fix or ſeven 
< Magiſtrates ſat in judgment on this occaſfion.”** 
Two of them were the Earl of Effingham; and 


Henry Zouch, a Clergyman of the Church of 


England: and is it credible that fuch a number 
of Magiſtrates; and men of ſuch reſpectability, 
would either have acted improperly, in the firſt . 
inſtance ; or have rejected -a reafonable and 


proper demand, if he had made a ſecond ap- 


plication? His duty and intereſt prompted 
that application: and if it had not ſucceeded, 
from the improper conduct of his judges, he 
would have had ſome conſolation in applying 
to another Court, and a better apology, both 
to his pariſhioners, and to the public. 
George Markham aſſerts, that the Magi- 
4 ftrates durſt not to have rejected his complaint 
on the ground of bis extravagant charge: 
we have given proof that the extravagance of 
it was the real ground of their rejecting it. But 
whether the informality of che ſummonſes, or 


the exorbitancy of the charge, or both of them 


ee ” 1 the Werd * _ deci- 


. « How did that reſpectable Magiſtrate know 
what paſſed ia the breaſts of the other Juſtices?” The anfwer is ob- 
vious; there was not a diſſentient voice; and George Markham, ag 
well as all preſent, knew what was their opinion, by their marked 
Eiſapprobatjon of his conduct on that day. 
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| fron; AI it behoved him to make x ſecond at- 
tempt, before he reſorted to the Court of Ex- 


chequer; and he cannot ſtand exculpated for 
having ſo precipitately reſolved on that meaſure, 
and fo pertinacioully, for ſuck a . oy tine, 
adhered to his reſolution; 


This ingenious: man brings forward ahotlide 


Pen for his proſecuting us in the Court of Ex- 
ehequer. He ſuſpected that we intended to 
plead moduſſes before the Juſtices; and as this 


would at laſt, liave compelled him to take the 
meaſures he adopted, he ſeems to have thought 
It right to take them at firſt, © That they did 


_ 4 jintend (ſays he) to plead moduſſes, had the 


e grounds of my complaint been fully gone 


into, cannot be doubted by any but tbem- 


* fe{ves.??* Of all the unjuſt pretences for treat- 


ing perſons with rigour, that ſeems to be the 
moſt culpable and extravagant, which acts on 


the principle, not of what men have done, but 


Wat the aggreſſor ſuppoſes they intended 10 


They who were then fummoned, neither 
5 moduſſes before the Juſtices, nor gave 
the leaſt intimation of a deſign to do ſo. In 
ſhort, whatever George Markham may ſay ts 
the contrary, we, who ought beſt to know our 


oven views, aflert, that we did not intend to 
offer . ſuch plen: bees _ Juitices.- hat- 


Sl « « More Truth dp 26. . 


ever 


ever he might hive: © falpenil on this fubjeck, | 
for which we never gave him any ground, he 18 
inexcuſable in condemning us before we were 
tried ; eſpecially: as the trial could have been 
eaſily made, and his ſubſequent 22 
would thereby have been more juſtifrable. 
Wie obſerved in our Defence,” . that it 45 
fairly preſumable we had no intention to plead 
any moduſſes before the Juſtices, from the bar 
which that plea would have formed to their 
juriſdiction; and: from the conſequent removal 
of the cauſe into a Court, where we knew we 
muſt meet with heavy expenſes, as well as the 
danger of impriſonment.” To this preſumptive 
argument, George Markham with great con- 
Adence replies; I will tell them that they knew 
* nothing of the matter at that time; that 
de they were little apprehenſive of the danger. of 
% impriſonment; and that the heavy expenſes: 
«could be no canfideration with them, ag; of 
** courſe, they would be ſupplied: by their So- 
< ciety.”” If George Markham had recollected 
the hiſtory of the ſuffefings of this people, for 
not paying tithes, he, perhaps, would not have 
Laid, that: we knew - nothing of the matter.“ 
We knew much more of it than he apprehends. 
We had, with ſorrow, peruſed the records of 
ruinous proſecutions, and deep diſtreſs, which 
numbers of our Society had experienced on 
this occaſion; and under which nothing could 
vows ſupported them, but the evidence of hav- 
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ing acted uptightly, according to the dictates 
of conſcience. In what George Markham ſays 


of our Society's ſupplying the expenſes of their 


ſuffering members, he gives à freſh proof of 
his diſingenuity and _ perverſe determination 


to oppole the truth. By frequently quoting the 


te Kate of our caſe,” he appears to have carefully 
peruſed it: and he muſt have there ſeen an ex- 


preſs and poſitive declaration, that the © Society 


has no fund for ſuch a purpoſe ; and that no pe- 
cuniary relief is afforded ta thoſe, who ſuſtain 
loſſes of this nature, unleſs their neceſſities ren- 
der them objects of charity; in which caſe, it 
is well known, the Society relieves all its Mem- 
bers.” To this © tate of our caſe,” which is 

hereunto annexed, we refer the reader, for 
more particular information on this point, as 


well as on ae other "—__ feſpecing = 


ane 
The mind of our profecmior; fertile In excuſes, 


has ſuggeſted another reaſon for his procetting 


in the Exchequer, namely, that the tithes due 


to him from ſeveral of the defendants, amounted 


to a greater ſum than ten pounds, and that con- 
ſequently it could not be recovered before the 


Juſtices.* - That George Markham did not 
believe that his claim againſt any of us exceeded 


tenpounds, may befairly inferredfrom his having 
dc ey before the e Heary ROY 
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„ 
1 whom he recovered in the Court of Ex- 
chequer a greater amount than from any of the, 
other defendants. He muſt therefore have 
known, that his demand againſt every one of 
us, was equally oognizable before the Maxi- 
ſtrates. But to put this point beyond contro- 
very; it appears, by the Deeree ↄf the Court ot 
Exchequer, that the greateſt ſum awarded 
againſt, any one of us, when divided by the 
number of years fixed by that Decree, does not 
amount to fve pounds ; and in four 1550 
it does not riſe ſo high as t pounds... If then. 
after George Markham had availed himſelf of 
every advantage he thought proper, to raiſe 
the value of the tithes, he could not convince 
the Judges of the Court of Exchequer, that in 
any inſtance, they were worth. fue paunds a year, 
with what regard to truth, can he intimate, 
that ſome of his demands were above the Br 
riſdiction of the Magiſtrates ? - 

The reader, as well as ourſclyes,. may be 
nearly wearicd with purſuing George Markham 
through his various ſubterfuges on this ſubject. 
We muſt, however, requeſt his patience, whilſt 
ve examine the laſt attempt of our proſecutor, 
to evade the reproach of having unneceſſarily 
and rigoroully forced us into the Coupt of Ex- 
chequer. He fignifies, that if he had delayed 
his proſecution, he would have been in danger 
of the operation of the Statute of Limitations. 
< I filed a bill againſt them, "_ * prevent 
cc 28 
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wiped as pole the control of the Statute of 
gc Limitations.” If this Statute operated againſt | 
demands for tithes,” he would: have been in'no 
greater danger of control from it, had he 


| deferred his ſuit" a few months longer, to try 


the effect of a freſh and proper application to 


the Juſtices- But if we een inkormed, the 


Stztüte of Lämitütions does not control füfts 


8 for tithes: The reader may ſee this opinion 


ſupported; in Burn's Ecclefiaftical Law, Id vol. 
p. 4737 474. and in Sa? Lato of "Tithes, 
p. 461, „ 462. But whether the Statute does, or 
does not operate againſt 4 ſuits for tithes; George 


Markham is. inexcuſable in proſecuting us in 


: 


the' Court of Exchequer. If it controls theſe 
claims, he had ſeveral years to bring them for- 
Ward, before it cbuld operate; if it does not 
apply to them, wity' make a pretence of i it, to 
Juſtify” his reſort to another tribunal ? ? d 6 
Having, as We think, clearly ſhown that none 
of the allegations made by George Markham, 


was ſufficient to warrant the Reps that he has 


taken, we appeal to the reader, Whether he is 


not guilty of having wilfully and deliberately 


loaded our little property with heavy expenſes, 


and expoſed our perſons to the hardſhips and 


dangers of impriſonment.” If, in condeſcenſion 
to the Juſtices“ opinions, and tender regard to 
his pariſhioners, he had made a ſmall abatement 
in the valuation of articles, how much more 

ke a teacher of e a humane and pru- 


dent 


. : 
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agent man, would ſuch conduct have bien than 
that rigid and unrelenting ſpirit, which was 


of its exactions l How much chagrin of mind, 
ind how many painful retroſpects, would be 
have eſcaped, by ſuch a r and W | 
ting diſpoſition! i A 
Froma review of brad beforetheJuſ 
tices, and George Markham's refuſal to purſue 
his claims by the comparatively eaſy mode pre- 
ſcribed by the Act of William III. we doubt 
not, many of our readers will think it would be 


wiſe and equĩtahle in the Legiſlature, to reſtrain 
uch unxeaſonable men from gratifying their 


reſentment, at che expenſe of the liberty and 
property of their conſcientious pariſhioners. 

When chis falutary reſtraint can be effected, 
without diminiſhing the ſums recovered by the 
Clergy, nay by eventually increaſing them, do 
not juſtice and humanity. demand the regula- 
tion? Why ſhould an angry and imperious 
man have it in his power, continually to ſhake 
the rod over his poor pariſhioners, and alarm 
them by the threats of impriſonment and ſequeſs 
tration? If it be the ſpirit. of juriſdiction to en- 
large, rather than contract itſelf, it ſeems to be 
the duty of law. makers to repreſs that ſpirit, 
when it becomes injurious to the community, 
and violates the principles of juſtice and ſound 
policy. The Clergy, by promoting ſuch a mea- 
ſure, would acquire the credit of acting on wiſe 


{ 
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and moderate principles, withous: relinquiſhing 
2 particle of their intereſt: and by oppoſing it 
they may incur the cenſure due to. thoſe impo-. | 
| litic landlords, who, inſtead of timely repairing, 
their .edifices, chooſe rather to riſk their total 
powers of the Act of William III. and George I. 
to all caſes of Tithes and Eecleſiaſtical demands, 
where the legal title is not in queſtion; and, in 
caſe of ſuits in other Courts, an entire prohibi- 
tion of impriſonment, and a diſallowance of 
eoſts to the ainant, unleſs the defendant 

Efraudulently ;\would be rational and juſt mo- 
diſications of the preſent law. They would 
greatly relieve. conſcientious ſufferers, till the 
time arrive, when the Legiſlature, on more en- 
larged principles of chriſtian. liberty, ſhall do 
away the whole ſuperſtructure Which e 
the payment of tithñe. ö 
Wee ſhall now follow Gange Markham! into 

the Court of Exchequer, and examine whether 
his proceedings there, were not conſiſtent with 
the ſpirit which he wanifedted, in the outſet of 
the buſineſs. _ 

Our antagoniſt Coma to a this. our 
5 e ſhonld have led us pajſively to ſubmit 
to his proſecution in this Court; and to have 
taken his bill pro  Confe %%, without employing 
nnen to examine his are This Want 


ee Truth," 5. 1. 


have 


9 
have been convenient and profitable doctrine 
for him; but as we believed ourſelves at liberty 
to purſue 2 (different mode of conduct, e did 


not implicitly ſubmit to every principle and 
charge which he was pleaſed to advance: 
Though we believe it is our duty paſſively t 
- ſubmit to the laws and legal deciſions of dur 

country, we do not think that we are precluded 
from ſupporting our rights in courts of law, 
againſt the yareaſonable demands of dur adver- 
ſaries; or from peaceable and reaſonable re- 
monſtrances againſt laws that we judge to be 
wrong or ſevere; George Markham is very 
deſirous, on all occafions; to deride us as incon- 
ſiſtent in our principles and conduct t but his 
want of knowledge of our tenets, his unfairneſs 
in repreſenting them, or his eagerneſs to tra- 
duce us, defeats the end at which he iche end 
reflects the reproach on himſelf. 40 
As our proſecutor very probably fippoſes 
that he might incur cenſure, for compelling us 
to follow him into this expenſive Court, he has 
endeavoured to remove this cenſure, or at leaſt 
to ſoften it, by obſerving, that if he bad been 
ſo diſpoſed, he might have uſed us with much 


greater ſeverity. Thus apologizing for one act 


of rigour, by the merit of having abſtained from 
another. In his firſt publication, he aſſerted for 
this purpoſe, that he might have tranſported us 
under the act called the Lord's Act; and he 
pw _ That he * have ſued us for 

(( the a 
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che treble value for our dier tithes, * a 
action for debt; or, in the Eccleſiaſtical Court, 
for the double value, with the tithes them- 
<< ſelyes; over and above the coſts, charges and 
expenſes. We cannot, however, give him 
entity for any lenity on theſe occaſions.” We 
do not believe that it was in his power to tran. 
port us under the Lord's Act. Neither the 
deſign of that law nor the proviſions of it, would | 
have applied to our caſe, or warranted ſuch an 
act of extreme cruelty. With reſpect to an ac⸗- 
tion of debt for the treble value, this Would not 
have anſwered his purpoſe, ſince he could have 
recovered for the predial tithes only; and for 
them, no more than he could prove had been 
ſubtracted. He wanted the advantage of forc- 
ing a diſcovery from the defendants of all their 
" titheable articles; and this could not be obtained 
by the propoſed ſuit; |: Befides theſa obſtacles in 
the way to fuch a mode of proceeding againſt us, 
another material one muſt” have occurred to 
him, that, in an action of debt on the ſtatute for 
treble value, he could recover no coſts,” which; 
in caſe of a conteſt, might exceed the ſum re · 
covered. If he had proſecuted us in the Eccleſiaſ: 
tical Court, he muſt have known that the effect 
would probably have been impriſonment for life; 
and that he could get no other ſatisfaction; as 


that Court cannot iſſue any proceſs to recover * | 


either tithes or coſts; Beſides, he knew that if 
"_e Nn ſhould plead a modus in the 
Excleialtien 


e 


'Redefatient Court, that ples — ouſt the 
Court of its juriſdiction in the cauſe. 7 
From this ſtatement, and from Gelbe Mark- 
| enge of the Law preſecting tithes, 
and the nature of the ſuits for recovering them, 
we doubt not that he conſidered the Court of 
Exchequer, as the moſt effectual medium to ac- 
_ -compliſh all his purpoſes. It might therefore 
ſeem to have been ſufficient for this man to have 
hbaraſſed and oppreſſed us with an expenſive 
-profecution, and long impriſd ament, without 
inſulting us with unfou nded intimations of his 
n lenivy and forbearance! | 
George Markham; in Wer b of A1 
publication now under our notice, ſtill perſiſts 
in deelaring, that, to promote delay in the ſuit, 
„e made pretences, that we would pay his 
demands without compulſion, “ in caſe the 
modus were ſet aſide in the firft cauſe; and he ad- 
duces as a proof of this charge; the following ob- 
ſervation made in the * ſtate of our caſe.. Had 
the proſecutor: waited the iſſue of this ſuit, by 
which the plea of a modus has been ſet aſide, before 
he commenced another, a great deal of expenſe, 
and much anxiety of mind might have been 
prevented.“ Can it be fairly inferred from this 
| -remark, that ve meant to amuſe the Court or 
the party, with the nene which IO 
Markham ſuppoſes? 3 i 
As: we had in our und 55 on warious occa- 
ions, declared that our religious principles would 


11 not 


6 309 
not permit us to pay his demand, it would have 
been diſingenuous and inconſiſtent to a degree 
highly culpable, ta hold forth ſuch an expecta- 
tion. Had we been ſo deſtitute of regard to 
truth and principle, we muſt have been certain 
of detection and merited reproach, Common 
ſenſe, and common charity, will therefore pro- 
tect us againſt this abſurd and unfounded 
charge. If George Markham had not been 
blinded by a defire to calumniate us, he would 
haye perceived obvious reaſons for our aſſer- 
tion, that a great deal of expenſe, &c, might 
have been prevented, by waiting the iſſue of 
the firſt ſuit. If that had been decided for the 
plaintiff, and the modus ſet aſide, an anſwer in 
our cauſe would have been unneceſlary; if 
againſt the plaintiff, and the modus eſtabliſhed, 
proceedings againſt us would have been pre- 
vented. Is it not then inconteſtable, that if 
George Markham had ſuſpended his ſuit againſt 
us, till the deciſion of the firſt cauſe, 5 a great 
deal of expenſe, and much anxiety of mind might 
have been prevented.” And how can he ſup- 
poſe, that this declaration implied an engage- 
ment to pay his ene en further 
diſpute? 135 
Believing that a pe or 9 pay- _ 
ment in lieu of tithes, had exified in the pa- 
riſh of Carlton, we have no hefitation in repeat- 

ing, that we alleged or pleaded the ſame, con- 
GONE to the int CS contained in | 
| | the 


19 


the Bill, and in order to reduce the demand of 
our proſecutor againſt us: but as it was early 
diſcovered, that, according to the practice of the 
Court, the modus would probably be ſet aſide, 
we offered no evidence to eſtabliſh it. George 
Markham thinks that this allegation of a modus 
in the Court of Exchequer, proves that we had 
intended to plead it before the Juſtices, if his 
demands had been regularly brought before 
them. But this is a mode of reaſoning which 
we truſt no one but our opponent” will adopt. 
We have already ſhown that we did not intend 
to advance that plea, and that he was inexcuſa- 
ble in acting upon that preſumption, when be 
could ſo eaſily have aſcertained the point. It 
may not be improper to obſerve, that if we had 
proved the exiſtence of a modus, to the fatisfac- 
tion of the Court, we could not conſiſtently with 
our principles, have paid it. When our reli- 
gious tenets forbid our compliance with any re- 
quiſition, we think we may very conſiſtently 
avatl ourſelves of the laws to oppoſe the meaſure 
wholly, when it is illegally inforced, or to di. 
miniſh the degree of it, when the umi pre. 
ſcribed are exceeded. | 

George Markham charges us * N with 
having adopted every contemptible quibble, 
trick, evaſion, and delay, that could be deviſed 


e More Truth, p. It, 22.“ 


for 


1 


br 15 5960 The duration of the it: che ys) 
zs pretty ſufficient evidence, chat they have put 
in practice every art that could produce delay. 22 
In our Defence we obſerved, that we were 
not conſcious of having adopted any meaſures 
merely for the purpoſe of delay, the expenſe of 

which we muſt have known would, in that caſe, 


| ukimately fall on ourſelves 5, and we preſume; 


that if the matter reſted here, our declaration 
would be of as much weight as George Mark- 
ham's. But we can add the | teſtimony of 
our Clerk in Court, in ſuppott of our aſſertions 
on this point, as well as to prove that we did not, 
by means of our Counſel, or other wiſe,“ as our 
opponent alleges; make pretences that we 
would pay his demands, without compulſfion. 
The following are the Clerk's obſervations: 
In Hilary Term, 1786, the plaintiff filed his 
| Bill in the Court of Exchequer, againſt = 
_ whiſtle and others, (ſome of whom were 
| kers) who, by their anfwer thereto; ſet up 5 
ſame Defence as the friends defendants in 
the ſecond cauſe have ſet up; and a great num 
ber of witneſſes was examined on each ide in 
the firſt cauſe, as to the Oxgang Modus; all of 
whom proved the payment of the modus, as 
bo. ſtated by the defendants, or the payment of i 
penny” for A __ 8 mowipg, ſubſtituted in its | 


8 George Merkbes, page 23, ſays, * Such'-pretcnces were made by 
_ Counſel, Mr. Plumer,” | 


ſtead 


6 


Read, by Mr. Tednant, the laſi preceding Vicas, 
for the convenieney of himſelf and ſuch of che 
pariſhioners as might happen to mow leſs than an 


onxgang: and as to the moduſes ſet vp by the de- 
fondants in the ſecond ſuit, they were abandoned, 
and no witneſſes examinecd in ſupport of them. 
In Eaſter Term 178, the cauſe was heard 
the Court at the fanie time recommended it to 
the parties, to come ti ſome amicable ſettlement 
of the matters in queſtion ; but expreſſed their 
diſapprobation of filing a bill againſt Quakers, 
(of which perſuaſion ſome of the Defendants in 
that ſuit were, ) as the Law had provided a 
much eaſier and leſs expenſive mode 1 No. x] 
_ <eeding againſt them for ſmall Tithes. 

In Hihary Term 1791, the Court gave Ju | 
ment}; when they declared the oxgang modus, 
as then laid, not good in law 4 (the Defendants 
not being able to aſcertain the exact quantity of 
land contained in an oxgang ;) and directed an 
account of the tithes demanded by the bill; 
but reſerved the conſiderat ion of coſts .“. 

After the hearing of the firſt cauſe, and 
before the Court gave judgment, viz. in Faſter 
Term 1789, the plaintiff filed his bill in the ſe- 
cond cauſe againſt the defendants, * of the 
perſuaſion of the Quakers.” . 
eln the next Term, Trinity, he called o on i-the | 
defendants for aw anſwer ; and they obtained a 
, order for * until * A "_—_— 


/ 
ö 
/ 


/ 
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bf Michaelmas Terim; but deferred iputting-12 
their anſwer, hoping that che plaintiff would 
: not oblige them to do it, till the decifioniof the 
firſt cauſe, which might make an anſwer in the 
ſeeond ſuit unneceſſary. However, ccintrary to 
their expectations, che plaintiff in Michaelmas 
Term following, inſiſted on an attachment, for 
Vvant of their anſwers; to prevent which they 
were under the neceſſiy of applying go the 
- Court for a month's further time, which was 
| granted; and the defendants. filed their anfwer 
che aöth November, 1789, within the time 
Vs granted by the ſecond: order, and Beet jug: 

ment given in the firſt cauſe.” |. „ 1 
From the filing of the 9 Tink 
vacation 27915 (4 year and three quarters, ) Alte 
intiff never took any one ſtep in the cauſe. 
t this time he was about to proceed to the 
examination of witneſſes, when he was inform- 
ea, that the defendants did not mean to reſiſt 
thig\claim, or to make any further oppoſition in 
| ae cauſe; notwithſtanding which, be, without 
any <effity for ſo doing, entered into a long 
. and \expenſive examination of witneſſes, al- 
though he might have read) the. depolitions i in 
the former cauſe; which: having been ſufficient 
to obtain a decree in that cauſe, could not have 
failed ty obtain a decree in the ſecond cauſe; 
added td which, if there had been no depoſitions 
in the firſt kauſe, the defendants having declined 
to examiſe A * their anſwer 
DE” S 8 N in 


. #.- 

In the ſecond càuſe; he muſt hàve obtained 2 
decree, the defendants having by their anſwer 
admitted him to be Vicar. This ſecond exami- 
nation, therefore, anſwered no purpoſe, but 
greatly increafing the coſts of the ſuit, which 

have ultimately fallen on the defendants.“ 
When the ſecond cauſe eame on to be 
heard, the 29th February, 1792, the defendants 
made no defence to the plaintiff's demand; 
nor indeed could they have made any; having 
(as before ſtated) declined to examine any wit- 
neſſes; and they only prayed, by their counſel, 
that they might not be ſubjected to the payment 
of coſts. The Court made a decree for an ac- 
count of the tithes ſubtracted by the defendants, 
and reſerved the conſideration of coſts till the De- 
puty Remembrancer ſhould have made his report 
Soon after the Court had made the decree, 
the defendants ſent to their Clerk in Court an 
account of their reſpective tithes, which he 
delivered over to the plaintiff's Solicitor; and 
the plaintiff, after keeping it for a conſiderable 
time, and having ſatisfied himſelf of the truth 
of it, brought in a charge before the Deputy 
Remembrancer grounded on this account: and 
here again, to ſave expenſe and to avoid delay, 
inſtead of proceeding before the Deputy Re- 
membrancer in the uſual way, which muſt 
neceſſarily have taken up a conſiderable time, 
the defendants“ Clerk in Court conſented to 
| On. the” charge with the plaintiff's Solicitor, 
w - C 2 which 
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ec 5 
which Was accordingly done; ſo that: the 


plaintiff, inſtead of being delayed by the de- 


fendants, or any perſon concerned for them, 
was aſſiſted in every way in their power; and 


All the delay that has been in the cauſe, from 


the beginning to the end of it, except as to 
their obtaining a ſecond _ order for a month's 

time to anſwer, has been entirely the plaintiff's 
own; and this month's time in fact would not 
have delayed him, in cafe he had been diſpoſed 
to proceed immediately on the coming in of 
the anſwer: for had the anſwer been filed on 
the day the firſt order for time expired, which 


vas the zothof October, he could not, by the rules 


of the Court, have iſſued a commiſſion to examine 
witneſſes, till after the laſt day of Michaelmas 
Term, before which time the anſwer was filed.“ 
he time to anſwer, obtained by the Defen- 
dants, was neither unprecedented nor unuſual. 
Zy the uniform practice of the Court, defen- 
dants are entitled to two orders for time; one 
for fix weeks, and an other for a month; but 
in Trinity Term, to ſave the expenſe of. two 
orders, it is uſual to get an order for time till 
within a week of Michaelmas Term ; and that 


was done in the preſent caſe.” 
As to the defendants aſſuring the Court, that 
the deciſion of the former ſuit which then ſtood 


over for judgment would be deciſive of their 
Wit, as the plaintiff aſſerts, no ſuch aſſurance 


was ever given by them, or by any perſon 
concerned 


4 


K 


nens for them; nor was any thing ſtated 
to the Court reſpecting the former ſuit, except 


what is before mentioned; and that was done 


without even the knowledge! of the defendants; 
for the plaintiff was ſo urgent to obtain an 
attachment againſt them, that he would not 
give their agent time to write to them, and 
thereby forced him to get the order above 
mentioned, without firſt appriſing them of what 
he was going to do. More preciſely on this 
point, it can be truly aſſerted, that the defen- 
dants' Clerk in Court did not inſtruct Mr. 
Plumer to make, nor did he Mr. Plumer make, 
any pretences, or hold up any idea, that the 
defendants, or any perſon for them, would pay 
Mr. Markham's demands without compulſion, 
in caſe the former ſuit was decided in bis fa- 
vour. The only inſtructions given to Mr. Plumer 
were thoſe which have been before ſtated.” 
From this account of the progreſs of the ſuit, . 
it clearly appears, not only that we have avoided 
unneceſſary delays, but that George Markham 
is very reprehenſible for attributing to us, what 


properly attached to himſelf, He was the cauſe 


of great delay, and of wantonly increaſing ex- 
pences, which he preſumed would fall upon us. 
It appears alſo Nom this ſtatement, that neither 
we, nor any perſon For us, made any pretences 
that we would, in any event, pay the plaintiff's 
demand. What credit, then, can George Mark- 
ham expect to receive, in any declarations that 
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he may think proper to make, when affertiong 
advanced with ſo much gonſidence, and ſo much 
abuſe of us for oppaſing them, are proved to be 
deſtitute of truth? He muſt either be inſenſible 
of the tuxpitude of advancing what is untrue, 


or be hopes, amidſt the perplexity of the cauſe, 


ta eſcape detection. We may further remark, . 
from the preceding ſtatement, that ſo earneſt 
was our proſecutor to haraſs us with a ſuit in 
the Exchequer, that the remanſtrance of the 


Judges in that Court, ſo much to their credit, 


againſt proſecuting the Members of gur Society 
there, had not the leaſt influence on his mind. 
He had determined to make us, feel the effects 
of his ayarice or reſentment; and no remon- 
ſtrances from ourſelves, from our friends, Ram 
the Juſtices of the Peace, from the Judges of the 


Court of Exchequer, or from his own conſci- 


ence, could make 25 liſten to the voice of 
reaſon or humanity. 


We are ſtill hated by our ene 


<*< with having had the aſſurance to contend moſt 
4 pertinaciouſly for a title to the benefits of the 


general agreement, which he had made with 


$6 che great body of the pariſhioners, and which 5 


e had always rejected.“ In our Defence, 
page g, we denied having ever claimed the be- 


7 


; nefit. of that compact, and remarked as follows 1 


b Purge our r Counſel thought it nein e to con · 
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tend 


* 
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* tend: for the benefits of tha genexalagraementz 
* we know nat; ht we ape ceftain hat wie never 
*jnftry@ed;any.gf mem te, deo fo. To thig, 
George Markham replies, If, the; defęndants 
+ and} their,,cqunſal did not;underſtand each 
tt other, what. is that, O me -c 22 by inſtru⸗ 
© ments or agents ig ſtillſelf. action,)“ This, we - 
ſuppaſe he thonghz. vas concluſive againſt; zus. 
But it happens very uofayoyrably fir him, that 
our counſel, nor any perſon whatever 
on our behalf, contended for, or claimed a title 
to the benefits of this agreement, We are au- 
thariſed hy our Clexk in Court to fay, that © the 
general N Was never, mentioned, hint- 
66 * ed at, or even t hought of, in the cod cauſe. ;-- 
te the late priſoners vs. being parties | to u, nor. 
Fe * having any thing to do. with it; as may ap- 
« pear by the Brief delivered to the Counſel.“ 
Alter this por cantradiction to.the aflertlong 
of George Markham, we hope that he will haye 
more feeling for himfelf than again to come for- 


ward on the ſubject; and that Ve ſhall hear 10 


ws more of this general agreement, i 


When we. replied to. George. Matktdu's 
chatte e of | rjury „we did not expect that be 

would repeat the” charge. But we are difap- 
aan he has again come forward with 
it; and on the ſame frivolous grounds as before. 
He ſtill ſays that We Pleaded, and affirmed to, "a 
barren cow modus g. And in proof of it alleges. 
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8 e Wed wt having 
not feen their Anfwers to George Markham's 
Mil. The Soft againſt chem was diſtinet from 
that whieh he brôught age us; and we fuf- 
4 fictently defend ourſe | 8 ewing that we 
did not pleac 6r allege che hater) with Which 
Be charges us. ff William' Wormalt pleaded 
"that modus „as George Markham afſerts, we are 
perfuaded, from our knowledge of his integrity, 
that he bekcved dt to have exiſted: And, ſurely, 
ff he were miſtaken in his belief, and erpeskadel 
of being 2 able to prove! it, ais 3s not perjury. f 
The cuſtomary! hw expreſſions which introduce 
matters of fact o be proved, are, <« This de- 
fendant baer and doubts not to prove.“ 
But will any perſon, except c our proſecutor, fay, 
g that: 2 Hilure in fuch Proof, amounts to the 
crime, with which he has charged us, or to any 
crime at all, if f we really! believed what we ſaid ? 
* The other proof of” perjury Againſt us, he fays, 
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| ariſes from £ * our. Jeni, of 2 A combination to op- 
poſe the vicar.” We have aſſerted that ſome 
Membersof ourSociety united. with the reſt of the 
Pariſhioners i in "defending the elt Suit + and we. 
. heyy * 4g A, a combination W {hs 


* * 
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+ wine Wormall i is deceaſed and canpot reply i to the charges © 
6 Gearge Markham againſt him, ie is therefore ungenerous, in this 
manner, to attack h embry; and un warrantable, to blend the two 
exuſes,! for the purpoſe, of conſults t FRAN and of involving all of 
win his OR infinuationt. © * ale 
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vicar. 


64 
vicar. Does he mein to fay that this is a con- 
tradiction ? Or that it was unlawful for perſons 
intereſted in the event of that Suit to join int 

oppoſing him? It would no doubt be very gra- 
_ tifying to George Markham to fee it eſtabliſhed 
| for law, that there ſhould be no union amongſt 
' Fariſhioners to diſpute or 'oppoſe a vicar's 
daims: but as this has long ceaſed to be law in 
this country, we truſt it will never be revived. 
Ass the ff allegation of George Markham to 
prove us perjured, refers to the ſuppoſed cori- 
duct of others ; he proceeds on the ſame ground, 
with reſpect to his ſecond proof. If he could 
have demonſtrated that the union of others to 
oppoſe or try the vicar's demands, was an un- 
 kwful combination, how would that criminate 
4 We never denied that an aſſociation for that 
purpoſe exiſted; but expreſsly acknowledged 
it; and wee declared that we were not concerned 
in the buſimeſs. But if we had been parties 


2 actually engaged 1 in the affociation, we ſhould 


not have thereby violated any law. Perſons 
who are intereſted in the event of a Suit may 
hwfully contribute to the expenſes of it.— 
George Markham ſays, e that this cannot be 
done without incurring the guilt of either an 
unlawful combination, or of barratry, which is 
| equally unlawful.” That he is miſtaken in 
F Fog of law, as well as of fact, the reader will 
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be convinced, by turnipg to. B Com. 
mentaries, where he will ſce that ſuch a contri, 
dation is neither Brratty nor mainignance.; but 
2 lawful Act, What then becomes. of this high 
charge of perjuxy againſt us ? It is grounded on 
mch grixial allegations; and ſo deſtitute of proof, 
chat v ſhould have heen ſurpriſed at ſhe repos 
tition of it, had — ah obſerved, that when, 
men.wilfully. depart from the paths of truth and. 
Vrtpe, there b eee which may not be | 
e 2 0 rte bent 44 4 
Our.ungenerovs diſputant declares chat PA: | 
evilty ot merely of. inconſiſtency, but of 
a, vile falſehood,” in firſt declaring that we 
| never. had an! intention pi advancing any, modus 
againlt . his. claims,“ and afterwards pleading a 
modus. But we. Ay, aſk this cankdent man, 
whether. his own interrogatories. did not compel 
us. to ANN the modus, and whether, if we 
had d done it voluntarily, this might not have 
heen the ellect of a ſubſequent, not an originaj 
determinatign? Put further, this umuſt charge 
is tounded on his LO TOS the: . | 


«+ %& {7 4 


| ke before the Tufticer; 7 — the ſrope of all | 
that | we alledged on the ſubject, evidently re: 
ferred, to \ that i intentign, | We will not ſay, that. 


f he is is guilty of a e A 10 but he * gc. * 


woo Mere * ruth, E 


* 
cr 5 wn 


e certainly 
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certainly mjſrepreſented our meaning, in a very. 
diſhonourable manner; and that an purpoſe ta, 
give to our declarations the calour of inconſif. 
tency and falſchood, The work i in which We. 
are engaged, is , peculiarly painful, as it obliges. 
us to ſee and expoſe o much Gfingenuity, . 
traction, and bitterneſs gf ſpirit... 
Preſuming that wee have ſufficiently 1 
ourſelves from the charges of George Markham, 
reſpecting the proceedings i in the Court of Ex- 
chequer, and that moſt of them recoil: up 


himſelt, we ſhall proceed to the ſubje& of our | 


impriſooment, and the era during bY, 
erĩod. A 
b After our proſecutor had. haraſſed us with. 2, 
ſuit of about ſix years contipuance ; he odtained.. 
a Decree againſt | nine perſons, for 393l.. 118. od. 
on account of tithes, and. 18 fl. 28. od. for the 
coſts ,of . ſuit,* For our proportion of the de- 
mand, and the Whale of the coſts, we, were im- 
priſoned i in the Caſtle at Tork. Though from 
the commencetnent, of the ſuit, he muſt have. 
known that our religious principles would 
not permit us to pay. what might be decteed 
againſt us in this cauſe; and that, conſequently, 
impriſonment muſt be the reſult, ſtill this fair 
ſpeaker aſſerts, £44 that he did not, and could 


The expenſe of defending the ſuit, which rather excceded kita 


unds, and which was paid by ourſelves, | is to be added to che * 
/ o the ſum ro N N | 


t See 1 Caſe” at the end. | © More Truth,” p· 37 ” 
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not, deſire to fee us lodged in prifon.” He 


might not have preferred it to receiving his de- 


mands; but all things confidered, there is no 
doubt that he foreſaw, and determined to bring 


about, that event. He appears to be well 


verſedin the hiſtory of our Society: and muſt 


have hence known tlie ſufferings, impriſonment, 
and even death, which” many of thei have en- 
cared rather! than pay demands that in con- 


ſclence they could not approve. * "Why then 

make this pretence of lenity and moderation? 
It was not enough to put us in priſon: he charg-' 

ed us with having obſtinately preferred: the con- 


| finement of our bodies to the ſurrender of our 


effects, by oppoſing motions for our enlargement. 


To this we replied,” „that we oppoſed no ſuch 


motions, nor expreſſed any unwillingneſs to be 
brou ghtbefore theCourtatWeſtminſter,” „This 
« aſſertion, he ſays, | is groſsly untrüe. They 


« applied by various friends to tny Solicitor, to 


prevent their being brought up to the Court 
« of Exchequer 3 - and their Clerk! in Court d 1. 
ac © repeatedly oppoſe ſuch motions, both pr 

ee vately and in public.“ What our friends 
may have done without "our knowledge, we. 
cannot certainly ſay; but from the beſt infor- 


mation we can obtain, we do not believe that 


any ſuch application was made to George 


Markham's Solicitor, after our impriſonment. 
Some « of our ende before we were confined, 


applied 


Qtas) 

auen to the Solicitor, to lay before him the 
diſtreſſing conſequences of his proceeding on the - 
decree to its full extent: but the remonſtrances, 
as We have before ſtated, had not the leaſt fa- 
vourable effect. Suppoſing, however, that 
ſome of our friends had afterwards expreſſed a 
deſire that we might not be brought before 8 | 
Court of Exchequer, how does. that affi 
declaration ? or prove George Markham's 
tion, * that what we ſaid was groſsly untrue?“ 
We are authorized by our Clerk in Court, to 
ſay, that he poſitively denies having either pri- 
vately or publickly oppoſed ſuch - motions. 
George Markham well knows, that his reaſon 
for not inſiſting on our being brought up by 
Habeas Corpus, which he might have done, was 
the charge attending that ſtep, and which he 
muſt in the firſt. inſtance have paid. This he 
confeſſes at page 33 of his laſt pamphlet. The 
« expenſe of bringing the defendants: to town 
« being likely to amount to 1001. and ſequeſtra- 
tions to, perhaps, more than another rool. 
did not chooſe to incur fuch charges with- 
% out ſome proſpect of repayment. Here then 
the proceedings were ſuffered to reſt, in 
« hopes that. a ſhort-confinement and à little 
0 reflection would induce them to permit 2 
e ſale of their effects, and thereby obtain their 
diſcharge.“ If he did not chooſe: to: incuir 
ſuch charges, what was to be the conſequence 
with reſpect to us? He knew the Court had 

5 decided 


6 
„that, without our being rende by 
Habeas Corpus a ſequeſtration could not be 
obtained; and as he refuſed to take this ſtep, he 
coolly reſolved to keep us in confinement, per- 
haps for life. Two years Elapſed after this motion, 
before we were diſcharged by virtue of a ſpecial 
clauſe in the Infolvent Act: and during all that 
period, he took no meafures' for our releaſe, 
though the expence of removing us into the 
Fleet Priſon would have ultimately fallen on 
ourſelves, if our property had been ſufficient. 
We are juſtified in believing that he would have 
ſuffered us to continue his priſoners for the re- 
mainder of our days; ſince the reaſon alleged 
by him for not removing us to Weſtminſter, 
would have increaſed*in weight, the more our 
little property became reduced. What ground 
had our proſecutor for hoping that a little re- 
4 flection would induce us to couſent to the 
4 ſale of our effects? That would have been 
ſo inconſiſtent with the principles on which we 
originally refuſed to pay his demands, and ſo 
oppoſite to the known conduct of our Society, 
that we muſt be allowed to queſtion the exiſtence 
of ſuch a hope. In concerns of this nature, we 
paſſively ' ſubmit to the laws When inforced 
againſt us; but we hold it to be wrong volun. 
tarily to come forward, and aid our proſecutor, 
in the recovery of what we cannot conſcien- 
tiouſly grant him. It were much more honour. 

1 1 leſs ruinous to our eſtates and families, 

ie | to 


** 


(4) 


to pay the demand at firſt, and ſive both out- 50 
ſelves and proſecutor the trouble and expenſe of 1 
2 ſuit. But if it had been in his power to | 
make us violate the” dictates of our conſcience, 
by the ſufferings- which he impoſed, 'it would 
Have been an unchriſtian act, and peculiarly un - 
becoming a teacher of that religion, which ſays, 
He that doubteth is condemned if he eat.“ 
As he profeſſed himſelf to be our ſpiritua Paſtor, 
and grounds all his claims upon us, on that re- 
— he ought to have been very tender 
of us, and ſolicitous to preſerve our minds from 
every degree of temptation. He has, however, 
acted on very different principles, and demon- | 
Arated, that the fleece, and not che Hock was 
the great object of his ſbllcitude. 
It appears to be the deſign of out antagoniſt, 
on all occaſions, to render us contemptible in 
the eyes 'of his readers. He perſeveres in the 
old charge of our having made overtures to 
. him for a compromiſe of the demands =, 
of theſe defendants themſelves, have [TJepi- 
— rately and ſecretly made overtures to mein 
this caſe, which I have uhiformly reſiſted. 
In ſuppott of that charge, I have to obſerve, 
that various perfons propoſed terms of com- 
"v8 promiſe for them, viz. a Mr. Burton of 
Carlton; on behalf of one; à Mr. Brown of 
| Hinton, ——— another; a Mr. Bar- 
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« ket of York, on the part of a third;-2-Me. 
« Scott. of Newcaſtle, who, viſited them in pri- 
[* ſon, for the Whole.“ This productien of 
names carries the appearance of truth and 


evidence, and, doubtleſs; George Markham, 
thought it would have a great effect: but we 


truſt it will eventually ſerve only to expoſe his 
axtifice, and completely to A the: e 


- tion he caſts upon us. 


. We have applied to William Sa of Cal. 
ton, who ſays, that his application to George 
Markham reſpected W. H. the defendant, 
whom we, in our defence, acknowledged to 


, have N improperly in this Mer. H c 


1 


poſal; — bis inquiry — to have been ; 
fimply, whether any thing could be done. We 
have ſeen a copy of the letter, Which Thomas 
Barker wrote to. George Markham; and it 
clearly appears, that his interceſſion and propo- 


al was only on behalf of H. K. the defendant 
mentioned in our defence as not a member of 


our Society, and who we therein ſuppoſed, had 


made application to George Markham. The 
perſon of the name of Brown of Iſlington ap- 
pears, by Thomas Barker's account, to have 


been an agent for him on behalf of the ſame per- 


ſon for whom he applied. Thus, it is clear, that 


theſe three applications, were on behalf of the 
two perſons whom we had before acknowledged 
1 to have acted: improperly 4 in this 

*  bulinels. 


© 4» ) 


2s he does preciſely, that theſe three applications 
were for three diſtint perſons of the defendants ? 
George Markham is certainly, in this matter; 
guilty of ſomething worſe than unfairneſs- As 
to the perſon of the name of Scott, of News 
caſtle; we have no knowledge, nor can we ob- 
tain any intelligence, reſpecting him. We have 
employed a friend, who has made diligent in- 
quiry there of ſeveral perſons of that name ; ull 
of whom diſclaim any knowledge of the tranſ- 
this charge, is, that none of the defendants im- 
priſoned by George Markham, except the two 
whoſe defection was acknowledged; ever made 
any propoſal of compromiſe either by themſelves 
or others. Such a ſtep would have been ſo diſ- 
honourable, and ſo inconſiſtent with, the prin- 
_ Ciples of our Society, and with the ground of 
our ſufferings, that it is fairly preſumable, we 
are not guilty of it, till clear and poſitive proof 
be brought againſt us... If. a perſon of the name 
of Scott, or any other perſon, from the feelings 
of humanity, and- without our knowledge or 
concurrence, made propoſals of the kind menti- 
oned by George Markham, ſurely we are not 
accountable for them. Such interference, if any 
there were; Was à proof of kindneſs and gene- 
roſity; which we could. gratefully have ac 
r though we l not os © em- 
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eur being releaſed om impriſonment;"either 
by the lenity of George Markham, or by his 
purſuing the mode preſcribed by the practice of 
the Court of Exchequer, the Legiſlature inter- 
pofed for our relief. A ſpeclal danſe in the In- 
folvent Act authoriſed the Juſtices to liberate 
us, to ãnquire into our Eſtate and Property, and 
to llevy by warrant; ſo much as might be nes 
ceſſaryrto anſwer the ſums for which we were 
| reſpettively'detajned. The freedom which this 
act procured us from the power and eppreſſion 
of George Markham, was, wwe believe, as mor. 
tifying as it was, difgracefül te him. Finding 
chat We hadfeſebped bis graſp, he is reſolved, 
boweverg te aim at us one parting ſtroke. At 


page 19 of his aſl publication, he declares that 


mim order to enable the Juſtices to aſſign our 
ces and Aiſcharge ust we furniſhed evidence 
of our property; and that there is not à ſhade 
of difference between this; and vonſenting to à 
kequeſtration. If his angry mim hid peruſed 
the dauſe of the Act with any attention, he 
muſt have known; and we believe be did know, 
that the Juſtices Were directed to diſcharge us 
immeciiately of Sur appearance before them, 
TH without requiring of is any accbunt of our pro- 
perty. We were not obliged to give the leaſt 
f information reſpecting it. But as we had rea- 
fon to fappoſe that ſome accounts would be 
taken by _—_ we med it expedient pre- 
e viouſly 


4 


Uouly to hade un exact inventory 
that we might be able ——— ſtates 
ments, and alſo to aſcertam the amount of out 
ſufferings: - When the juſtices were met 
to liberate - us, thèey inquired for an acł 
count of our property, which was then pro- 
duced by one of the perſons who made the ap- 
praiſement. This was not to procure our re- 
leaſe; not to aſſiſt, dut rather to control; if 
neceſſary; George Markbam's operations: An 


5 inventory of ur effects could not ſecure to 


bim: the recovery of his demands. The-Juſtices? | 
warrants would have taken our property where- 
ever it might be found, whether there had, or 
had not, been any previous account given of its 

George Markham has a ſtröng propenſity to 
FOR himſelf in harſh words, and ſevere re- 
proaches. At page 34, he ſays, The Quakers, 
« in rejecting with an obſtinate and ſelfiſh pride, 
< my proffered lenity, have betrayed tlie moſt 
* odious ingratitude. What have we dorie-to 
merit this reflection? We refuſed to conſent to 
his propoſal, © that-the- warrants of diſtreſs, 
directed by the Act of Parliament, ſhould 
* extend to levy the tithes accruing ſince the 
« Maſter's report.“ In this obſervation, George 
Markham affects to be ignorant of the religious 
ſcruples, which we bad uniformly profeſſed 
h the whole, buſioeſs,,. . er ; 
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tious principles, e refuſed his original demand, 
and ſuſfered more than two years impriſon- 
ment, was: it to be expected, tlat we ſhould vo- 
luntarily comply with a freſh demand exactly 


of the ſame nature? and this aggravated by its 
eoming from a man whoſe accumulated oppreſ- 
frons were then operating upon us? We do not 
believe that he expedted ſuch a compliance; 
aud it marks no deference for bis reader's judg- 


ment., to imagine that he could impoſe on hit 


by imputations ſo perfectly groundleſs. When 


his lenity, and our ingratitude, reſt” on proofs 
fo flimſy, we may pity the warmth which pro- 
- duces ſuch falſe eſtimates, hut there is aten 
to fear from its impotent eſſorts. 

We hope that the charges and inſinuatiens of 


George Markham, reſpecting tranſactions during 


the period of our impriſonment, have been an- 
fwered to the ſatisfaction of the Reader; we 


ſhalt therefore proceed to conſider the temper 
and conduct, with which he 0 een, 2 
ue us, ſince our releaſe. 

It might have been expected hide the dag 
period, and che variety, of our ſufferings on his 
account, would; at ſome moments favourable to 
ſerious reflection, have touched his mind with 
remorſe, and produced a reſolution never to re- 


\ 


peat . But we are ſorry to obſerve, that 


if this ſentiment ever pervaded his breaſt, it 
Was of tranſient” duration. He has again in- 


2 
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timated an intention“ to commence a freſh ſuit 
againſt us, in the Court of Exchequer, for the 
arrearages of tithes accrued ſince the decree: and 
we have reaſon to apprehend, that, if he pur: 
ſue his intention, it will be executed with every 
853 that may be in his power. It is, how- 
ever, a conſolation to reflect, that the power of 
oppreſſors is ſubject to the control of Diving 
Providence; who can turn the evil which they 
intend, into good. If we ſhould be preſerved 
faithful to the dictates of conſcience, we truſt 
that our conduct will be approved by Him, 
whom it is of the greateſt moment to pleaſe; 
and then, we ſhall either eſcape the ſufferings 
meditated by our Frolccnter, or be aer 
under them, e 0 

\ The, efforts which 1 how: mes in his aſt 
publication, to vilify our characters, and render 
us contemptible in the eyes of the world, may 

be properly noticed in this part of our anſwer, 
Not content with repreſenting us as rogues, 
hypocrites, and perjured perſons, he pours upon 
us a multitude of ſcurxilous and abuſive ex- 
preſũons. Particular inſtances of this detraction 
and abuſe, have occaſionally been taken notice 
of in the progreſs of our work; but it may 
not be improper to obſerve, in general, that 
hen recourſe is had to ſuch means for ſuſtain- 
* . rn it argues a want of ng os | 
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ge Markham had maintained Mr pen, 
tions, by the production of facts, and fair rea- 
Wing; it would have been ungenerous to add 
abuſe to our conviction. A rational victory 
would have contented a” man of ſenſe and 
cdemency. But after failing i in every attempt 
to ſupport his charges, it is low and unmanly, 
to add ſcurrility to his miſrepreſentations. 
Amidſt the toil and anxiety of controverſy, it 
Would have been ſome conſolation + to have 
| found an antagoniſt of a candid and generous 
mind; who would have examined our ſcruples 
and allegations: with charity,” and a chriſtian 
Þirit; and reſted the ſucceſs of his cauſe on the 
uprightneſs of his intentions, and the force of 
his arguments. But with ſuch a perſon we 
mould, indeed, have had little or no contro- 
vetſy. He would have recovered his claims by 
the mildeſt proceſs; and inſtead of ſending his 
pariſhioners to the priſon, or the grave, for- 
their religious ſcruples, {would have ſofteried 
every impoſition, by the moderation and gen- 
tleneſs with which it was exactec. 
It has been with conſiderable regret, that, 
at almoſt every ſtep of our reply, we have had 
occaſion to comment on the ſophiſtry and diſ- 
. ingenuity | of our opponent: but as this aroſe | 
from his o proceedings, and was effential to 
our vindication, we truſt the reader will not 
think chat we have been too ſevere. We have 


Pought i it our ente * his own ſake, and that 
otherz 


— 
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others may be deterred frofn following his 
example, to fer his conduct in a juſt and full 
point of view. The diſcountenance;! dere- 
< lion, and oppoſition, of many of his oye. 
order, which he confeſſes to have "exp 
rienced, afford a ftrong proof that his ſpirit 50 
proceedings are highly condemnable, and un- 
worthy the office which he has aſſumed. That 
diſcountenance and oppoſition are as h6noura- 
ble to them as diſgracefol to our proſecutor. 
We believe there are few, if any perſons of this | 
deſcription, ſo loſt to the ſenſe of humanity 
and juſtice, as to purſue a condugt ſimilar to 
that of George Markham. 

The final effect of his ſuit Was 2 the fame 
nature as the reſt of the proceedings. Our 
effects were ſeized and ſold to great diſadvan- 
tage, and ſeveral of us ſtripped of nearly all the 
little furniture of our houſes. Even the laſt 
bed was taken from ſeveral of our families. The 
ruinous conſequenees of ſuits in the Court of 
Exchequer, will appear to the reader from 2 
compariſon of the ſum decreed againſt us Hr 
tithes, with that taken from ys by the Bailiffs. 
The amount of the tithes,” excluſive of colts, 
decreed againſt fix of the defendants, was 
205]. 108. 5d. and the value of their property 

taken, was, according to a fair appraiſement, 
Jojl. 38. 3d. That property however was ſold 
for 418l. 198. 11d. This variation between the 
amount of the tithes and the value of the goods, | 
* BE. | D 5 | 1s 


naming ee which, added to aha 10 | 

of property and the.improvements from indul- 
try, occaligped by our impriſonment, has been 
painfully felt by ſome of us. This original 
ſum of 2051. 108-54, if divided, and yearly 
recovered before. the juſtices, according to the 
lenjent proviſions of che Legiſlature, would 
have been levied, in ſych ſmall deten: as tg 
render the burden Tight, in compariſon fps ig bak 
we baye been made to feel. : 

We cannot omit to mention . the 
caſe of our friend, John Wormall, He was far 
advanced i in life, and not able to do much to- 
wards his ſupport. In this fituation, the pro- 
ſpect of being deprived of a great part of his 
effects, preſled heavily ON his mind; ang, we 
believe, greatly increaſed the indiſpoſition of 
which . he died. The day gn: -which the ſale of 
bis houſehold goods: took place, he was very 
II; pd, at the time of the auction, hy in that 
condition on his bed, Being ſeveral times in- 
formed that the. bed muſt pe ſold, the poor old 
man was at laſt obliged to riſe; 3 and the chair 
he uſually ſat in having been ſold before, and 
there being no ſuitable accommodatiqn for bim 
at home, he was conveyed to a friend's houſe, 
| where, the next day in the evening, he expired. 
A happy releaſe from the band of oppreſſion, 
and from all the troubles of Lie! May it be. a 


e memento to his rigorous! proſecutor! 
We 


AM 
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' We ſhall now-make a few remarks: on ſuch 
1 paſſages of George Markham's book, 
as, are not connected with the preceding divi- 
ſions, but which are proper to be noticed. 
Our opponent, ever ready to prejudice his 
readers againſt any of the defendants, conceives 
that he ha; a fair opportunity for this purpoſe, 
in the different prices which William Wormall, 
one of the parties in the firſt ſuit, fixed far the 
paſturage of heifers, © This worthy friend, 
„% William Wormall, * (lays he) received from 
2 John Stell and others, in 1792, for the ſum- 
* mering of one year's old heifers, twenty 
5 ſhillings, though the ſame friend, when be 
** was, to pay me tithes, aſfirmed the whole 
« year's keep of ſuch heifers to be worth only 
66 ten ſhillings, and of two.. years old, only 
« twelve ſhillings,” This appearance of incon- - 
ſiſtency is very eaſily accounted for, and recon- 
cilable with the upright character of our friend. 
In 1791 he took a new farm, which conſiſted 
of better land than the former; and one of 
John Stell's heifers was kept upon it: the other 
heifer, though on the old farm, was, by ſpecial 
agreement, to paſture with his milch cows. As 
George Markham has been ſo particular on this 
ſubject, as to procure John Stell's depoſition, in 
corroboration of the fact, there is ſcarcely room 
to doubt, that he was fully acquainted with the 
ground of the different eſtimates; and that he 
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Has as wiltoly ſuppreſſed the circumſtarices © fa 
vourible to William Wormall. If he had been 


| difpoſed'to think charitably of his fellow men, 


how many reaſons would have occurred to him, 


to account for the difference of prices on ſuch 
occafions; eſpecially at different periods of time? 
But we are Juſtified in ſaying, that charity and 
Hberahty of ſentiment, are not the favourite 
virtues'of George Markham. 
Our antagoniſt is not yet weary in this buſi. 
neſs of mifrepreſentation. He ſays * that 
«"Jofeph Wilkinſon, one of this fraternity of 
< patient defendants, abſconded before the at- 
* tachments could be executed.” The fact is, 
chat Joſeph Wilkinſon, at the time when the 
attachment ifſued, was removed into the com- 
paſs of a neighbouring pariſh. © He did not ab. 
fcond,' and might have readily been found, if 
the officers WhO ſerved the attachment, had 
taken the pains to go to the place of his abode. 
his perſon is not a Member of our Society, 
having been diſowned long before tlie com- 
mencement of the Suit; and therefore the 
charge againſt him, if it bad been proved, would 
not affect us: but, unfounded as it is, it ſerves 
only as an additional proof of George Mark- 
ham's avidity to embrace the moſt enen 
occaſions for aſperſing c our character. 
In the State of our Caſe, which we ply: 
Kſhed 1 in 1795, we obſerved chat foe. of us 
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ire ph; arid likely to be tripped of all ou 
little property, by the effect of the Suit in the 
Court of Exchequer. "This repreſentation; which 
was ſtrictiy true, George Markham probably 
thought too ſtrong an impeachment of his hu+ 
manity; and he has therefore laboured to 
deſtroy the truth of it. At the time of this 
* publication (he ſays) they had only been in 
6 priſon five months; it now appears, by their 
&« own ſhowing, when aſſigning their property, 
in order to obtain their releaſe, that every 
« one of them; after two years further impri- 
7 ſonment, has perſonal property enough to 
« pay my demands, and ſome of them are 
« poffeſſed of conſiderable freehold Eſtates. 
In anſwer to this paragraph, we obſerve, that 
we did not aſſign our property? and but one 
of us poffeſſed any freehold Eſtate, * and that 
only a ſmall one, and confiderably encumbered ? 
How can our proſecutor hazard his W 
e ene par, ae ee 
Since he allows himſelf in ſuch Mate he 
muſt ſubmit to be told, that if he has not al- 
ready done it, he is in danger of deſtroying all 
confidence in his veracity. During our im- 
priſonment, and conſequent inability to ſupport 
dur families, ſeveral of them became - depen- 
Mit on the charity of their friends, and nearly 


9 * of the deſendants Las a ſail leaſchold Teveitent, which, 
after deducting the egcumbrancesvpon'ir,"is not ſuppofed to be worth 
more than Fol. and 1 this he yoo Born indebted to the charity of biz 
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all of chem found themſelves in difficult. cir- 
cumſtances. Thoſe of us who, through age or 
infirmitics, were unable. fully to ſupport aur. 
ſelves by new-learnt employments i in. the priſon, 
had the deficiencies. made up by the care and 
kindneſs of our friends, who did not ſuffer. us 
to want any ſupplies proper for our ſituation 
and condition. It would have been Jeſs, yne 
favourable to. George Markham's, feelings, if 
he had ſuppreſſed the afſertion. * * that we had 
« perſonal property enough to pay bis de- 
„ mands.“ How has this appeared ? His 
Bailiffs have indeed made up bis demands; but 
not till they had ſtripped moſ} of our houſes of 
almoſt, every neceſſary article in them. As we 
before obſeryed, even all the beds of ſeveral of 
our families were taken and ſold; and we now 
add, that the Houſchold Furniture of four 
families, all put together, did not, after the 
ſale, amount to fve pound. Thus has he de- 
ſpoiled us of our little property, though, we. 
truſt, he has failed i in his attempts to take our 
reputation too. Whether a bleſſing will reſt on 
any thing ſo acquired, we e leave for hig 
own experience to determine. 

This unhappy man, ak to my him: 
ſelf <<. among the thouſands, who, he ſays, 
have been inveigled into the ſervice of the 
* Church, by the pledged patronage and ſupport 
« — 15 c authority,” thinks himſelf very 


* * More Truth „p- 8. 


poorly 


( 8 ) 
poorly-rewarded* for his attaclifent"to tie in- 


tereſts of the Church, and bis Jabours to pro- 


mote its honour. - „Mf two livings, (ys he f) 
under the efrcumſtatices in Which T have held 
them, have not furniſned half the re quiſites 
f fbch à maintenance 48 is mec to th 
* reſpectability of the Uerical character.“ Ma 
it nöt be fairly preſumed, that if his conduct 
and character hac been anſwerable to his pro- 
fellions'of zeal for the rights of what he calls 
4 defrauded” and impoveried church, he 
would have found patronage and App in- 
Reid of oppoßtion frött * inymen, including 
« even Civil Magiſtrates, and the'diſcoutitenance 
and dereliction of not à few of his "own 
order? From his own confeſſion, that he 
has ſpent every guinea that he could muſter, in 


ltigation;-may-we'not” trace his complaints of 
flenderHvings, to their true ſourte, à rapatious 


deſire of tithing mint, anniſe, and cumin; 
which; by its extravagance, . conſtantly defeats 
the end at which it aims? We have authorit 
for faying, that the difference between the total 
amount of his bill of coſts, in the Suit againft us, 
and the ſum allowed him on taxation; was 
$6L 148. 11d. Beſides this ſum, there are others 
which he expended, and which could not be 
legally recovered from us. He has nowW˖ 38 
we are informed; a Suit depending in the” Ex 
chequer, for tithes which he claims as Rector of 


t ** More Truth,” p. 21. | Truth for the Seckers, p- 22. 
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ers, AS. well as. For, 


ee or — — ve — — 4 
ble, he may bring forth Hill louder. complaints. 


But are not all, theſe troubles and deficiencies 


to de attributedto. his own reſtleſs, and avari- 
cCious ſpirit ?. How much better fqrithg/peace. of 


his own mind, and the quiet of Kaare 
Ann „hat che law, al. 

logs him, to purſue the certain eafy, and com- 
— ae mild procets vn out by the lenj- 
ent lawn of , his cœuntry! But he loves wot ad- 


Vite from ns . and vis Hall leave bim to his own 


judgment, after expreſſiggta wiſh, that he may 
riouſly- reflect oni his beſt intereſts, bofore be 
again plunges himſelf and others into the evils 
of litigatiqn.;". Ans Ru ud HAHA 
We find; near the, concluſion +o5+George 
Markham s Pamphlet, “ an ancedote concerning 
David Barclay, the father of the Apologiſt; 


which is related by our opponent, with the 


. of inducing bis readers to believe, that 
iples and conduct are often at variance. 


5 The writer, whom he quotes, does not give the 


date of the tranſactions he mentioens; and 


| | therefore he has not put it in our power, di- 


rectly to refute the account. We may 


" howeyer obſerve; that, from the diſtinguiſhed 


character of David Barclay, / uniformly main- 


tained, as a meek inoffenſive ſufferer, under 


eu jon.of a very rigorous nature, there is 


3 r 1 1 


6 | 
© 6very. reaſon d 40 6 believe, that the 1 


fact, if at all founded, either happened pte- 
viouſly to his connexion; with nene 
Auat it is groſsly miſrepreſented: |; . 
It does not require much knowledge of meni 
to know that the retailers. of traditionary anec· 
dotea, as well as the recorders of them, love to 
muke round ſtories, by ſupplying circumſtances. 
to ſet them off, and to make them more com- 
| pletely anſwer the retailer's purpoſe, + We have 
not any doubt, that this diſpoſition has em- 
delichad the tale recited by George Markham, 
with the view, as the phraſe is, of making the 
ſtory tell the better. The following character, 
which the Apologiſt himſelf* gives of his father's 
uniform and conſiſtent conduct, from the time | 
he became a Member of this Society until his de- 
_ ceaſe, ſufficiently refutes: this tale; as it is now rea 
lated.” - David Barclay of Urie, in the Kingdom 
ol Scotland, received the truth, in the. year 
41666, being the - 56th/ year of his age; and 
* abode in it, and in conſtant unity with the faith. 
ful friend; thereof; having ſuffered the ſpoiling 
of his goods cheerfully, and many other inz 
«, dignities he was formerly unaccuſtomed to 
bear; and ſeveral tedious impriſonments 
* after the 6th year of his age.“ Is it credible, 
that a perſon of ſuch a character, given by one 
ny knew him well, and whagrmabeve dfguile; 


® & « 


| „te Robert Barclay" 1 works p: 967. i un 
| could 
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could have acted a part fo inconſiſtent _— 
Principles as this paltry tale ſuppoſes? + 
Ie is ſome relief to us, to find that we en 
proatiing to the end of the irkſome taſk, which 
| has been impoſed on us by our opponent. We 
therefore proceed, with leſs regret," to make 2 
few” obſervations reſpeQing his arguments in 
ſupport of tithes; and in oppoſition to the 
rights of conſcience, and er eee = 
matters of religion. een 
We did not — in | this dap of light 3 
knowledge, to find George Markham contend» 
ing for the old exploded doctrine, of the Divine 
Right to Tithes under the Goſpel. He has, 
however, extraordinary as it may appear, ven- 
tured to advance it. 1 am, (ſays he *) con- 
* fcientiouſly attached to a tenet, which 1 think 
<« founded in truth, namely, that the object of 
* tithes was not temporary; and conſequently, 
that they were not done away by the coming 
<« of Chriſt, &c.” © This part of the ſubject will 
not require much of our time. The origin of 
the right to tithes, and the reaſon of its conti- 
Nuance; under the Jewiſh Theocracy ; the dif- 
ferent nature and ſpirit of the Goſpel Miniſtry 
from the Jewiſh Prieſthood, with the correſ- 
pondent practice of the Apoſtles; and the uni- 
verſal ſilence of the Chriſtian Church, for ſeve- 
ral centuries, on a point which; if admiſſible, 
muſt have engaged its attention; demonſtrate 
* « More Truth,” p. 41. 


abundantly, 


(%) 


dhindantly, that tithes are not an ordinance &f . 
Chriſtianity. ..If the expreſſions. of Chriſt, in al- 
luſion to, or approbation of, certain practices in 
the judaical inſtitution, during i its continuance, 
are evidence, as our opponent intimates, of his : 
intention to eſtabliſh them undet the new dif- 
penſation which he was. introducing, then we 
are ſtill ſubject to many parts of the jewiſh | 
economy; and, inſtead of being delivered from 

that yoke of bondage, ſhall feel it the heavier, | 
from the free and excellent. ſpirit v which our re- 
ligion inculcates. Though our Lord might, aps 
prove of Jewiſh, obſeryances, whilſt the pe | 
remained under the law, yet; when the << Vail of 
the Temple was rent in twain,” and that ſyſtem 
aboliſhed, he doubtleſs. eſtabliſhed a different 
order of things; and requires us to act con- 
ſiſtently with the nature and ſpirit of that new 
and better diſpenſation. 
In aid of theſe ſentiments, we ſhall — — the 
opinions of fome of the greateſt authorities on 
the ſubject. Biſhop Barlow, Selden, . Father 5 
Paul, and others, have obſerved, that neither 
ce Tithes nor eccleſiaſtical benelices, were ever 
« heard of, for many ages, in in the Chriſtian . 
40 Church, or pretended to be due to the Chxiſt. 

& jan Prieſthood; ; and that, during ſo long a 

« period, beth Churches and Miniſters. were 
maintained by free gifts and oblations only. 


_ * See Barlow's Remains.  Selden of Tithes, Watſon's * 


E 3 Black- 
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Hlackflone, 3 in his Commientaries, ſays, „ will 


* not put the title of the Clergy to tithes, upon 


any Divine right; though ſuch a right cer- 


« tainly commenced, and, I believe, as certainly 
te ceaſed, with the Jewiſh Theocracy. ?“ 
Strong as George Markham may think his 4 
chirn is to tithes, Jure divino, he is not willing | 
to feſt it wholly on this ground. He pleads the 
ſanction of the Legillature, in confirmation of 
his right. It is remarkable that the Acts of Par- 
liament, which are the foundation of the claims 


to a right in tithes, proceed entirely on the 


ground of their being © due to God and Holy 
& Church : 1 but as this is a falſe foundation, 
and was ſuggeſted by the darkneſs of the times, 
and the encroaching ſpirit of the Popiſh Clergy, 
we think that the ſuperſtruQure raiſed on it 
muſt be equally untenable. Even an Act of 
Parliament cannot ſanctify injuſtice, or convert 
error into truth. 'Suppoling, however, that 
theſe laws had been made fimply to provide and 
enforce a maintenance for the Clergy, without 
any reference to the principle of divine right, 


| ill we could not ſubſcribe to the equity of them, 
or think that they dre binding on the con- 
ſeiences of men. From mature reflection, we 


believe, that a true Chriſtian Miniſter receives 
his authority to preach the Goſpel, from the 
influence of the Divine Spirit; and that the 
ſpring of it being the love of God and love to 
men, the favoured inſtruments will be above 

ut all 
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al regard to mercenary views, and freely : diſs 
penſe the bleſſing of ſpiritual inſtruction. With 
theſe impreſſions of the ground and diſintereſted - 
neſs: of- the ſacred office, compared with the 
worldly views, and the pretenſions of George 
Markham; we could not diſcern in him thoſe 
characters which we deemed eſſential to a Mi- 
niſter of the Goſpel of Jefus Chriſt. To com- 
ply therefore with his demands, as a perſon in 
this important ſtation, would have involved a 
tacit acknowledgment both of the juſtice of the 
one, and the truth of the other. To his own 
* maſter he ſtandeth or falleth;“ and we ſhall 
not preſume to decide further, than that, with 
our views of the ſubject, it became our duty to 
refuſe a voluntary compliance with his ex- 
actions. But George Markham will not allow 
us the rights of conſcience, in caſes where the 
law has ſpoken out and decided: he ſtill ſays, 
f. holy religion exhorts every ſoul to be 
« ſubject; to the higher powers.“ We think it 
is fully and clearly ſhown, in our defence, page 
15, &c. that the apoſtle did not intend to ſub- 
ject the dictates of conſcience to the authority 
of temporal laws and magiſtrates; and our op- 
ponent, before he again produced this apoſtolic 
exhortation, ſhould: have anfwered the argu- 
ments, which we had advanced to ſhow its con- 
fſtency with the right of * 8 
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matters of a religious nature. In ſhort, the 
principle which George Markham appears to 
eſpouſe, would have cruthed- the reformation, 
and rendered an adherence to popery, with all 
its ſuperſtitions, a virtue: it ſeems to juſtify 
perſecution; and tends to extinguiſh all im- 
provements in religion. We highly eſteem the 
laws and conſtitution of our country; and we 

hope that no perſon will think, that we depre- 
eiate theſe laws, when we prefer before them 
the great law of our duty to the King of Kings. 

Our opponent is unwilling that we ſhould 


E dnjay the rights of conſcience, in the caſe before 


us, becauſe, as he ſays, there is no proof that 
the ſcruple is well founded: * Although the 
“hon - payment of tithes may be a conſcientious 
principle among Quakers, what proof have 
6 we that it is founded in truth? Quakers may 
& a& right in their refuſal of tithes, according | 
© to their ideas of right; but ſtill it remains to 
6 be proved that they are right. Our Queen 
% Mary, of fire and faggot memory, acted only 
« from the dictates of her conſcience, in the 
'4 moſt bloody tragedies of her reign; yet this 
© does not convince 2 Quaker of the rectitude of 
her principles.“ What does this reaſoning 

amount to? plainly, that magiſtrates and laws 
way grant liberty of conſcience to perſons whoſe 
| religious ſerunles a are perceived or acknow- 


„ee van, 2 u.. 8 
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ledged to be founded in truth; but that, in cafes 
where that foundation i 15 not evident, no indul- 
gence is to be admitted. The former part of 
this poſition contains no principle of toleration; 
and the latter unequivocally fupports perſecu- 
tion. Toleration implies that the principles or 
practices tolerated, are ſuppoſed to be erroneous, 
but ſincerely adopted. If, therefore, George 
Markham will not allow liberty of conſcience to 
thoſe, whoſe principles, however ſincerely pro- 
feſſed, are not acknowledged to be juſt, it is in- 

controvertible that he is of an intolerant 
and perſecuting diſpoſition. If Queen Mary, 
and many others of the ſame ſpirit, per- 
ſuaded themſelyes that they were doing right, 
in perſecuting men, that would - not: juſtify | 
them, in the judgment of thoſe who meaſured 
their conduct by this excellent rule, * By their 
fruits ye ſhall know them.“ Toleration pro- 
deeds on the liberal ſuppoſition, that poſſibly the 
perſons tolerated may be in the right, or that 
their principles are harmleſs; but this ſuppoſi- 
tion is totally deſtroyed, when their tenets lead 
thoſe perſons to become oppreſſors of others, and 
violaters of the peace of Society. The magiſtrate 
then, is perfectly conſiſtent in withdrawing his 
protection from thoſe who haye evidently de- 
ceived him. On this ground we are willing to 
be tried. Our principles lead us to a peaceable 
and inoffenſive life: whatever remonſtrances we 


may think b to make againſt oppreſſion 
bs E 3 and 


) 


and injuſtice, or whatever rights we may claim, 
we can never approve of violence towards 
others, or the leaſt INTO of the oy of 
fociety. # 2 l £0557 


Our antaonit an thinks that theſe guards 


„ weep 


| Kence. An mdeigenee ' to pore or ſet or 
ſect of men, on one occafion, he ſuppoſes would 
lead to another: and he dreads the confuſions 
and political convulſions,” which might thence 
enſue. And does he ſerioufly think, that the 
rights of conſcience are to be invaded and de- 


ſtroyed, on ſuch grounds? Nothing can be 


clearer than that the truth or goodueſs of any 
principle or practice, cannot be juſtly impeached 
from the abuſes to which it may occaſionally 
| give riſe. ' Theſe may occupy the vigilance of ru- 
lers, but ſhould never be fuffered to weaken or 
deſtroy the principle. Till the Legiſlature there. 
fore ſhall ſee it reaſonable to grant full indul- 
gence to our religious ſcruples, on the point in 
queſtion, we think we are entitled, at leaſt, to 
the credit of ſincerity," when we profeſs and ſuf- 
fer for them; and, that our proſecutors ſhould 
not have it in their power, to leave the milder 
4 modes of recovery, and reſort to thoſe which 
are ſevere and oppreſlive, 
-George Markham very unjuſtly nipples, 
| that the Members of o our a are much dif . 
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poſed to abuſe the privile 
ſuggeſts,“ that if we durſt, we moſt afluredly 
would, refuſe; to contribute to the public re: 
venue for general improvement; and to pay 
taxes for the ſupport of the poor. Why did 

he not give ſome inſtances. of this diſpoſition? 
When nature is, ſtrongly bent towards any ob- 
ject, the commonly exhibits ſome oyert acts of 
it, eſpecially if many, years, and many opportu- 
nities, concur to afford ſcope for that exhibition I, 
The reader will doubtleſs. give more credit to 


the declaration of the Legiſlature, on this point, 


than to the ungenerous ſuggeſtions of 2 
Markham. - As before obſerved, the Act of 
George the Firſt exprefely ſays, © < that it is evi. 
* dent, that the people called Quakers have not 
« abuſed the liberty and indylgence allowed to 
15 them by law.” This Society has always evinced 
A readineſs to contribute to the ſupport of civil 
Government, and to the welfare of the com- 
munity. Their meetings of diſcipline are care- 
ful, by frequent examinations, to guard againift 
defrauding the revenue. One of their inquiries, 
anſwered at every Yearly Meeting, runs thus: 

« Are Friends clear of defrauding the King of 
* his' cuſtoms, duties, and exciſe ; and of uſing, 
* or dealing in, goods ſulpected to be run? 
With reſpect to providing for the poor, we not 
paly « contribute wrt to the 5 8 Sa 'of 
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FIT according to the proviſions of ., 
but we take care that the poor of -our own 80. | 
ciety do not increaſe this public burden. The 
inquiry on this head, made as eforefaid, is, 
Are the neceſſities of the poor among you 
85 properly inſpected and relieved ; and is good 
& care taken of the education of their off. 
spring! We truſt that nothing further is 
neceſſary, to cleat the Society from the un- 
warrantable infinuations of our opponent, on 
theſe points z or to ſhow, that his argyments 
to maintain the intolerant Principle for which 
be contends, are abortive. 
WMe ſhall now conſider the argyment wheſh 
George Markham views, as the great ſupporß 
of bis right to claim tithes from us. The 
Quakers Defence,” fays he, 6 Joes not attempt 
to combat che great leading argument, ori- 
e ginating in natural reaſon, that a Pariſh 
86 Prieſt of the eſtabliſhment, being excluded 
* from: other lucrative profeſſions, is entitled to 
% the comforts and moderate enjoyments of life, 
<< at-their expenſe for whoſe benefits, for whoſe 
' take, he foregoes the uſyal, , meapg. of provi- 
ding them.” Whatever force there may be in 
this great leading argument, againſt the perſons 
for whole benefits, and far whoſe ſake, he 
foregoes other means of ſupport, it. certainly 8 
does not operate againſt thoſe, for whoſe fake 
and benefit he has never done any thing; and 
WhO neither aſked nor defired bis aſſiſtance. 


Inſtead 


( 13 þ 
Inſtead of having laboured| or made facrificey 


for our benefit, he has very rarely come into 


the pariſn; and we do not recollect a ſingle 
effort of his to do us any good. Here, perhaps, 
we ſhall be told that he has employed another 
perſon ſtatedly to preach for him, in the pariſh. 


What! preach the Goſpel by proxy ? This is 

impoſſible, As well might he expect to become 
pious and virtuous, and obtain the kingdom of 
Heaven, by proxy, as to communicate to ano- 


ther thoſe Divine influences, by which only, 


the Goſpel can be effectually preached.” Was 


it not enough for this intereſted man, in viola- 
tion of the pretept, ab freely) ye have received, 

freely give,” to enter on the facred oſſice with 
views of worldly gain, and to make à trade of 


diſpenſing the divine goodneſs,” without endea- 


vouring to drive that trade to the greateſt ad- 
vantage, by employing others to extend it? 
On our opponent's own principles, he is en- 
titled to nothing from us. He renders us no 
ſervices : he holds an office without performing 
its duties: he is an officer that does not officiate. 
It is really an affront to reaſon, to ſay (as he 
muſt if his remarks apply to us) that a right 
to reward for doing nothing, © originates in 
natural reaſon.” If the laws give him ſuch a 
right, he ought to be aſhamed to _ or —__ 

dE bb | 
There is another principle, upon hich 
George ande * the neceſſity of our 
8 con- 
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| eontributing to his maintenance, namely, that 
he is an oſſicer of the Eccleſiaſtical Eſtabliſh. 
ment, which being, in his judgment, an inſtitu 
tion eſſential, or eminently uſeful, to the ſup- 
port of religion, every ſubject, he concludes, is 
bound to unite in maintaining it. Whether 
religion is better promoted by ſuch an eſtabliſh- 
ment, than by leaving it to its own nature and 
tendency, unfettęred by any connexion with 
the State, may juſtly be queſtioned. Genuine 

chriſtianity never proſpered more than during 
ou three. firſt. centuries, when it was unpro- 
tected by the Civil Powers; and i it has often 
been remarked, that, after its connexjon, with : 
the State; though | it acquired great ſplendour 
and external dignity, it loſt much of; its charac- 
teriſtic purity and excellence. Legiſlative pro- 
viſions, and eyen a, Civil Eſtabliſhment, for 
ſuppreſſing vice and immorality, and the en- 
couragement of virtue, we highly approve z 
but-an Eccleſiaſtical Eſtabliſhment, with its var 
Tious appendages, : does not, we think, well AC- 
cord with the nature of religion in general, or 
of chriſtianity i in particular. Whatever benefits 
may be ſuppoſed to accrue from an inſtitution 
of this kind, we believe that it does not, on the a 
whole, promote the real intereſts of piety. and 
religion. The comparative mildneſs of the 
English Eccleſiaſtical n and the 


* More Truth, p. 14,3. 


idea 


) | 
idea of ſuch à ſyſtem, deprived of its more for. 


midable and pernicious appendages; may have 


induced many moderate and well diſpoſed 
minds to believe, that an inſtitution of this na- 
ture might be made highly conducive to the pre- 
ſervation and advancement of religion: but if 
the principles and tendency of ſuch a plan, are 
not congenial with the nature and ſpirit of 
chriſtianity, there are no limitations, or pallia- 
ting eircumſtances, that can authoriſe and ſup- 


port it. On this ſubject, we ſhall lay before 


the reader a ſhort extract from the ſentiments 


of the great Locke, whoſe comprehenſive, and 


liberal mind, gave weight to his opinions, eſpe- 
cially on a ſubject which he had ſtudied with 

great attention. It is not my buſineſs, ſays 
he, to inquire here into the power or dignity 
«of the Clergy. This only I ſay, that whence- 


«© ſoeyer. their authority be ſprung, ſince it is 


« Eccleſiaſtical, it opght. to be confined within 
* the bounds of the Church, nor can it in any 
++ manner; be extended to civil affairs; becauſe 
* the-church itſelf is a thing abſolutely ſeparate 
tand diſtinct from the. common wealth. The 
boundaries on both ſides are fixed and im- 
„ movable. Hę jumbles heaven and earth to- 
.< gether, the things moſt remote and oppoſite, 
Who mixes theſe two ſocieties ; which are in 
their original, end, buſineſs, and in every 
8 thing, perfectly diſtinct and infinitely different 
te from each other.” Letter concerning Toleration. 


Theſe 


1 
f 
| 
i 
if 
i 
'Y 
tk 
i 
; 
x 
* 4 
li 
* 


— 


* Wit mes ets SCI SIS.. 
AEST M _— 


. — arr 


e 


TE 208 | 
ceive that George Markham has any claim upon 
us, from his being an officer of an eſtabliſhment, 
which We are not convinced is effential to the 
welfare of religion and the community. If he 
allege, that the laws direct our active compliance, 
we anſwer, as before, that we are ready to yield 
obedience to the laws of our country, when 
they do not interfere with the rights of con · 
ſcience; and when they do, we hope to ex- 
perience the lenity of our rulers; but, above all, 
we confde in the eren of nt Provi- | 
dence; enn . 

Our ORR 10 ſo irene; an advocate 
for compulſory maintenance, that he ventures 
to preſß even the Apoſtle Paul into his ſervice; 
and to make him ſpeak a language which con- 
tradicts the Whole tenor of his chriſtian life and 
labours. * St. Paul, ſays he,“ was perpetually 

* exciting the bounty of the people to whom 
| *he miniſtered, by annexing degrees of threats 
« and'criminal accuſation to a refuſal of contri. 
„ buting to his wants. To refute this aſſer- 
tion, nothing more is neceſſary than to quote a 
few of the Apoſtle's own declarations on this 
ſubject. 1 have preached to you the Goſpel 
of God freely In all things, I have kept my- 
4 ſelf from being burthenſome to you ; and fo 
I will keep myſel——1 ſeek not yours, but you 


More Truth, p. 16. 
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Did 1 make a gain of you, by any ef them 1 
& ſent unto you? Did Titus make a gain of you? 
« Walked wo net in the fame ſpirit N- have. 


ee coveted no man's ſilver, or gold, or apparel. 
Vea, you yourſelves know, that theſe hands 
1% have miniſtered to my neceſſities, and to them 
« that were with me. I have ſnowed you alk 
« things, how that ſo labouring ye ought to ſup- 
ee port the weak; and to remember the words 
& of the Lord Jeſus, how he faid, It is more 
« blefſed to give than to receive.” If theſe ge- 
nerous, difintereſted ſentiments ean be reconciled 
with the principle of forcing contributions from 
; others, for preaching the Goſpel, we may recon: 
cile virtue with vice, and make contradiftions 
coaleſce. | 
Whatever interpretation may be given to any 
of this Apoſtle's other expreſſions, it ſhould cer- 
tainly be confiftent with declarations ſo poſitive 
and en as thoſe are which we have 


Juſt recited. -A Miniſter's right to ſhare 
in the property of others, expreſſed by this 


Apoſtle, or mentioned in the new Teſtament, 
appears to be founded on conſent, and om the 


communication of ſpiritual benefits; tobe limited 


to food and raimerit; and to have been exerciſed, 
only whilſtthereceiver was ſo diligently employed 
in preaching and ſpreading the Gofpel, that he 
could not apply to the means of fapport. On theſe 
conditions, and on thefe terms, we have no ap- 
prehenfion that George Markham will make 
any demands upon us. 


However 


7 
—_ 333 — — -—- —— —— 
n 


4 
2 — r —A .. — ˙¹¹Ä 


. 
4 
19 

. 

| 


S — 


F —— 


o'r 


nen explicit may be che conditions and 
terms preſcribed in the Goſpel, to thoſe who 
daim a maintenance from others, our opponent 
thinks he evades the force of them, by ſaying, 
that-they are not applicable to the circumſtances 
of the preſent- times. There is a wide dif- 
= ference,” ſays he, * between, the circums | 
« ſtances of the Apoſtles, and thoſe in which, ac 
< cording to the progreſſive plan of Providence, 
the Miniſters of religion are placed in the 

« preſetit age. They are not advanced to the 
< miniſterial functions, but after a long courſe 
Hof expenſive education, and a ſacrifice of all 
* other ſecular occupations.“ That the Minif- 
ters of religion are not, in the preſent- day, as 
they were in the days of the Apoſtles, . em- 
powered to work miracles, we readily admit; 
but that the eſſential qualifications of a Miniſter 
of the Goſpel are different now, from thoſe 
which. were then neceſſary, is a poſition to 
which wwe cannot aſſent. He that commiſſioned 
his Miniſters, at that time, to go and preach the 
Goſpel, ſpoke to all their genuine ſucceſſors, 
when he exprefled the qualification then neceſ- 
fary; Lo! I am with you, always, even to 
the end of the world.“ An ardent deſire for 
the final happineſs of men; a deep ſenſe of the 
important duty; and the preſence and power 
1 * great * of the Faure: erde 
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his labts 5: were then, and have ever ; fines 

been, the grand conſtituents of a true Miniſter 

of the Goſpel. No qualifications inferior to 

theſe, are ſufficient to ſupport and animate the 

ſoul, in its diſcharge of fo arduous and awful 2 

work; or to reach the ſeat of corruption in 

the Fan addreſſed, and powerfully awaken 

their hearts to a juſt ſenſe of the evil of ſin, 

and the beauty and excellence of holineſs. 

Learning and knowledge may enable the poſ- 

ſeſſor to ſpeak with propriety, to arrange and 

diſcuſs religious ſubjects in a rational and 

ſcientific manner: but if this is preaching the 

Goſpel, men of corrupt minds, men whoſe | 

views are altogether worldly, may be Miniſters 1 

of religion. If, on the contrary, the qualifica- | 

tions which have been mentioned, are the true 

requfiites to the right diſcharge of this holy 

office, men of pure hearts, and who are re- 

deemed from the ſpirit of this world, may be 

fit ſubjects of the ſacred anointing, though they 

have not acquired a great portion of learning 2 

_ or knowledge. W e do not undervalue theſe 

advantages, when we refuſe to attribute to them 

powers which they do not poſleſs. As ſubor- 

dinate inſtruments, they may become uſeful, 

though they are not neceſſary, to a Miniſter of 

the Goſpel. Of how little value they are, in 

compariſon of that Divine influence which is 

the true preacher's qualification, we are taught 

by the Apoſtle Paul, in the following paſſage: 
And 


FS ww) 
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4 And I, beben when 1 came to you; came 


* not with excellency of ſpeech or of wiſdom, 
<« declaring unto. you the teſtimony; of God, 
L For I determined not to know any thing 
among you, ſave Jeſus Chriſt, and him cruci- 
e fied. And I was with you in weakneſs, and 
«3 in fear, and in much trembling. And my 
_ © ſpeech and my preaching was not with en- 
* ticing words of man's wiſdom, but in de- 
© monſtration of the ſpirit and of power: that 
« your faith ſhould not ſtand in the wildota of 

© men, but in the power of God.” 
Ihe neceflity and the ſufficiency of this Holy 
ſpirit to a Miniſter of the Goſpel, is abundantly 
ſet forth in the. new Teſtament : and as there 
is not to be found in it the leaſt i intimation of a 
change in the qualifications, according to the 
nature of ſucceeding times and: circumſtances, 
it is highly unwarrantable in George Markham, 
for the ſake of ſupporting his point, to hold up 
"ſuch an idea. If he has miſtaken the true re- 
quiſites of this ſolemn office, and put himſelf to 
great expenſe to acquire it in a way that can 
never be ſucceſsful, it is extremely unreaſonable 
to make this a pretence for laying us under 
contribution, ruining our eſtates, and depriving 
us of liberty. Our opponent tells us, © that 
< we ſhould apply our objections to the Legiſ- 
* lature, not to him; he has acted only under 
c the direction of the laws.“ But we muſt take 
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the liberty to remonſtrate 10 hin, The lawy: 

do not compel him, either to purſue ſuch a | 

mode of obtaining a .livelihood, or to purſue it | | 

in a manner the moſt oppreflive to his-pariſh- ; 

joners. Both theſe are his voluntary acts; and t 

he is certaihly accountable for. every _ | 

them that is wrong. | 
| Our: opponent, to crown his arguments nk. f 

| allegations i in favour of tithes, and againſt ,our \ 

refuſal to pay them, aſſerts that we haye 

virtually agreed to their impoſition, ..** The 

« defendants,” fays he, * by purchaſing or 

<« occupying lands, have tacitly aſſented to all 

&« the cbnditions under which land can be 

*holden. But the payment of tithes is a well 

© known condition. Therefore they have vo- 

<« luntarily pledged themfelves to the payment 

& of tithes.” We deny the minor propoſition 

of this ſyllogiſm: the voluntary payment of 

tithes is not a well known condition of holding 

land. The utmoſt that can be ſaid. is, that the 

tenant either afſents to pay them voluntarily, or 

paſſively ſubmits to have them taken from him 

| by legal proceſs. When he concludes to ſubmit 

to the impoſition, and not to oppoſe the 

operation of the law, he does not agree to- pay 

the tithes, nor give his aſſent to. the juſtice of 

the principle which eſtabliſhes them. He that 

reſides under a deſpotic Government, ons not, 


* More Truth, p. 17, 
F therefore, 


chooſing the ſever 
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therefore, aſſent to all the tyrannical laws Which 


are made, though he may. chooſe paſſively to 
ſubmit, for conſcience ſake, to their ſeverities. 
If George Markham reſided in Turkey, would 
he deem it a fair inference, that therefore he 


approved, or conſented to, all the arbitrary e- 
actions he might experience.? This reaſoning is, 


perhaps, not the leſs concluſive, for its ſtating a 


ſtrong caſe. We wiſh the impoſition of Tithes 


were wholly removed; but ſince a great part of 
the land in this kingdom, is ſubject to them, and 


it is not often in our power to chooſe, we fre- 
quently take ſuch farms; but never conſent to 


pay the tithes; nor is it ever expected from us, 
either by our landlords, or the clergy. When? 


therefore, we are proſecuted for theſe demands, 


we do not think that our paſſive ubmiſſion to 
the directions of law, warrants our proſecutor in 
eff meaſures, or ory us 

from remonſtrating againſt his conduct. 5 
It is neceſſary to examine the ſuppoſed oba 
of the condition, which George Markham aſſerts 


is annexed to the holding of land. The tenant, 
it ſeems, has procured his farm, ſubject to tithes, - 


at a rate proportionably lower on that account ; 


and therefore, it is preſumed, he ought to pay 


them, and admit the juſtice of the impoſition. 
There is ſomething plauſible in this ſtatement ; 
but that the argument is not ſolid, we hope to 
demonſtrate, to the reader's ſatisfaction. That 
| eſtates 


63 
eſtates ſo encumbered may be generally leaſed at 
a rent inferior to land that is free, we readily 
admit; but that the difference is equal to the 
amount of the tithes, we cannot allow. The 
landlord procures as great a price as may be in 
his power, for land liable to this impoſition; 
and that price depends on tlie demand for farms, 
and the circumſtances of tenants. The diſſer- 
ence therefore is ſometimes more, ſometimes 
leſs, but not governed merely by the tithe en- 
cumbrance. - Beſides, the tithe is paid, by the 
oc, or perſonai eſtate of the occupier, and in 
proportion to his whole produce. Now, as this 
produce may be very great, or very little, ac- 
cording to the ſkill, induſtry, and improvements, 
of the tenant, and according to other circum- 
ſtances, it is evident, that the tithes muſt be 
proportionably different; and that, conſequent - 
ly, they neither are, nor can be, adjuſted inghe 
rent of the tenant. They depend on con- 
tingencies, which the owner of the land is un- 
able to foreſee or control. On this point we 
may further obſerve, that whatever may be the 
diminution of rent made by the landlord, on 
account of his eſtate being titheable, we enter 
into no compromiſe with him reſpecting the 
tithes. We do not agree or purpoſe to pay them, 


either wholly or in part ; nor hold up any 00s 
of ſuch an intention. 
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lt, e we ſhould admit, ay the full 
amount of the tithes is deduted from the rent; 
or price of the land, would it hence follow that 
the demand is juſt, that it ought to be paid, 
and ſhould be acquieſced in? We hold theſe 
| points in the negative. We' think it has been 

ſhown, that theſe encutnbrarices were originally 
founded in error and ſuperſtition ; and that 
the arguments alleged in ſupport of them, are 
not concluſive. We now add, that as the laws 
which expreſs the gift of tithes, do not grant a 
tenth of the land, but of the labour and induſtry 


bol ſucceſſive generations, and that, not for the 


benefit of the State, but for the intereſt of a par- 
ticular order of men, they bear till ſtronger 
marks of injuſtice, and unreaſonable impoſition. 
Viewing theſe exactions in the light, in which 

we have placed them, and as they impreſs our 
own minds, we muſt think it equitable that they 
ſhould'be entirely aboliſhed, even ſuppoſing that 
their long continuance had proportionably 
| Jowered the price of land, and diminiſhed the 
rent of farms. If the greater part of the land 
in England, by the unjuſt encroachments of a 
foreign power, had, for a long period, been laid 
under contribution, till the value of it funk in 
Proportion to the impoſt, would it be i inequita- 
ble in the owners and tenants of land, to re- 
monſtrate againſt the impoſition, and to adopt 
wry. praceable and lawful means to remove it ? 


In 
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In every point of view, therefore, the exaction 
of tithes appears to us to be unjuſtifiable : And 
we think that the conſcientious ſcruples which 
we feel againſt paying them, have a juſt founda- 
tion, both in Scripture and in reaſon; and en- 
title us to the charity and forbearance of thoſe 
who may poſſeſs very different ſentiments. | 

The work in which we engaged is now com- 
pleted; and we perſuade ourſelves, that we have 
not laboured in yain, We truſt that the reader 
has received ample proof, that George Mark- 


ham did not, as a good neighbour and a chriſtian 5 


properly endeavour to obtain his demands be- 
fore the Juſtices ; and that his apologies for not 


doing it, are evaſive; that after he had forced 


us into the Court of Exchequer, he voluntarily 
delayed the buſineſs, and increaſed the expenſes ; 
and aggravated theſe injuries, by charging them 
upon us; that, after he had caſt us into priſon, 
he unfeelingly kept us there upwards of two 
years, without taking any legal fteps to obtain 
the effect of his ſuit, and relieve us; and la- 
boured to prejudice the public mind againſt 
us, by miſrepreſentation and abuſe; that he 
proceeded at laſt to a ſevere accompliſhment of 
his object, by ſtripping moſt of the defendants 


of nearly the whole of their property ; that he 


has interſperſed his work with numerous aſſer- 
tions and reflections, deſigned to injure us and 
chers, but which have no juſt foundation; and 
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that, from the real religious ſcruples which we 
feel againſt the payment of tithes, we have a2 
right to liberty of conſcience, and to be treated 
with moderation and charity. After ſuch a 
ſeries of injuries, and ſo much abuſe, if is ſur- 
priſing to find our opponent declaring, in the 
laſt page of his book, That he could reflect 
<. with pride and triumph on his own conduct.“ 
Such a pride, and ſuch a triumph, we do not 
envy him: but we lament that he can pride 
himſelf i in oppreſſion, and glory in his ſhame! 

We ſhall now take our leave of George 
Markham, perhaps finally. The ſubject has 
been ſo fully diſcuſſed, and, we truſt, his con- 
duct and miſrepreſentations ſo clearly expoſed, 
that it would be an unwarrantable intruſion on 
the public attention, to call it again to a bu- 
ſineſs that can be no longer intereſting. If he 
ſhould again come forward, we ſhall rely on 
the candour and judgment of his readers. We 
Hall hope that, as ſo many of his aſſertions, urged 
with confidence and plauſibility, have been 
proved to be unfounded, his future charges 
and ſtatements, will be ſuppoſed to be equally 
groundleſs and fallacious, and equally liable to 

refutation. We do not, however, mean to 
preclude ourſelves from a reply, if he ſhould 
advance any thing that is new, and of impor- 
tance ſufficient to demand our notice, and claim 
| the. reader's attention, We ſincerely wiſh he 
| | may 
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may become ſenſible of his ſevere and unjuſt 
treatment of us, and let what is paſt of this na- 
ture ſuffice, We feel no animoſity againſt him, 
no wiſh to diſtreſs him: but, on the contrary, 
a real deſire for his true happineſs. A proper 
ſenſe of his having done wrong in this buſineſs, 
( | would afford us great ſatisfaction on his account. 
The comfort to be derived from ſuch a change 
of mind, would bury in oblivion, every pain- 
ful remembrance of the ſufferings which he has 
occaſioned, That this may yet be the happy 
iſſue of the controverſy between us, is our ſin- 
gere and earneſt deſire, 


HENRY WORMALL, 
JOSEPH BROWN, 
JAMES WALTON, 


JOHN STANSFIELD, 


* 
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OF SEVERAL OF THE-PEOPLE CALLED 
QUAKER'S, 
YORK CASTLE, 


| ron THE 


NON-PAYMENT OF TITHES. 


The following Caſe ons publiſhed in the Year 
1 Fig 


—— — 


N the twelfth month, 1779, George Markham became poſſeſſed 
of the Vicarage of Carlton, in the Weſt-Riding of Yorkſhire, 
About the latter part of 1781, or the beginning of 1782, he pro- 
cured a ſummons for ſome Friends to appear before the Juſtices, 
at the time of the Quarter Seſſions, at Skipton, to ſhew cauſe why 
they did not comply with his demands for ſmall tithes, They 
duly obeyed the ſummons, and appeared before the Juſtices ; 
who, after examining one of them, reſpecting the nature. and cir- 
- cumſtances of the Vicar's claim, deemed it unreaſonable,” as ex- 
ceeding a tenth of the value of the titheable property, and refuſed 
to allow it ; but obſerved to him, that if he would make reaſon- 
able demands, they would grant him warrants to obtain them. 
The ſaid George Markham, notwithſtanding this remonſtrance, 
refuſed to make any abatement. of his claims; and, reſuming his 
papers, declared that he would purſue another method, and that 
every man ſhould be ſerved with an Exchequer Writ, 


In this ſtate, however, the caſe remained for about four years, 
when the Vicar commenced a ſuit in the Court of Exchequer, 
againſt fix perſons, one only of whom was a member of the ſaid 
Society. This proceeding was oppoſed on the ground of a 
modus, which the pariſhioners thought they had a rigs; to ſet up 

e it. 


Had the eden waited the iſſue of this ſuit (by which the 
plea of a modus has been {ct afide) before he commenced another, 
AR ON 1 | a great 


| ( 9 ) 
& great deal of expenſe, and much anxiety of mind, aight barg 
been prevented; but, inſtead of this prudential ſuſpenſion, the ſaid 
George Markham, in the fifth month, 1789, whilſt the above f uit 
was pending, obtained proceſſes out of the ſaid Court of Exche- 
quer, againſt the following perſons, which were accordingly ſerved 
upon them; John Wilkinſon, William Hartley, Henry Wormall, 
James Walton, Grace Slater, Mary Slater, John Wormall, Yoſeph 
: Brown, Toſh Wilkinſon, and Henry King, 


After the complainant bad fled his bill, and the defendants had 
| put i in their anſwer, ſo little progreſs was for ſome time made in 
the ſuit, as to encourage a hope that he would relinquiſh the op- 
preſſive mode of proſecution which he had adopted. In this hope 
they were, however, diſappointed ; for in the year 1791, the com- 
plainant proceeded to examine evidence, by a commiſſion, in ſpp- 
port. of his allegations. In the pill he ſtated his induction to the 
living, his conſequent Jegal right to the ſmall tithes, the occu- 
pancy of the defendants in bis pariſh, their having had much tithe · 
able produce, and their not ſetting out, but detaining, the 85 | 


The defendants, © in their anfwer, did not deny the complainant's 
legal induction, but ſtated their being of the Society of people 
called Quakers, and their religious ſcruple againſt complying with 
any demands of this nature that they bad never ſet out or ren- 
dered any tithes to the ſaid complainant, or to any other clergy- 
man. They mentioned the ſymmary, and comparatively eaſy, 
mode of proceeding for ſuch demands, provided by acts of Parlia- 
ment ; that they had at no time reſiſted the taking of their goods 
by legal authority for any ſuch claims; and ſaid they had heard 
that a ſmall payment had been cuſtomarily made, i in lieu of ftitheablg 
graſs made into hay. 


After theſe proceedings, the complainant was . applied to, and 
remonſtrated with on the ſeverity and hardſhip of the ſuit ; and was 
: particularly informed, that the legality of the claim was then no 
longer diſputed ; and that the defendants had not adduced any 
witneſſes to ſupport the plea of a modus. This application proved 
of no effect, the ſaid George Markham alleging the amount of 
the coſts already incurred, as a reaſon for proceeding in the buſi- 
neſs. The ſuit was therefore continued, though with confider- 
able delays, ou a decree was obtained — the defendants, for 

the 
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the tithes and coſts Ca En, er ang ee of which are 1 


follows; | 

Total. Yearly Aveight 

Tears. „ 4. fot. 

 Foſeph Wilkinſon, ' 3 8 18 4 119 7 
Jobn Wormall, 1; 26 lo 9 1 1% 44 
Mary Stan gſiaid. 24 49 l 3 1 of 
; Henry Wormall, 13 - 66-2670 4 Ig 24 
Henry King, 7 ITS rg nil 
John Wilkinſon, Is 97s C810 55% 
William Hartley, is $620 11 31 4 
*"Foſepb Brown,''' ..,g. 154 0 1 13 * 
James 6 dt 755 l 0 AS, 111 2 


wu, 
MM 4 


Colts of it 183 2 © | 
| This particular Kntement e anne * duty _ . 
mands, if they had not been ſwelled by a delay which almoſt ap- 
pears to have been intentional, were within the powers of the 
Acts of William the Third and George the Firſt; of the operation 
of which the ſaid George Markham could not be ignorant, de 
having in the firſt eines applied to the juſlices. en 


it may be proper to temark, that the variation of the decree 
from the firſt procefs; with reſpect to the names of ſome of the 
defendants, has been occaſioned by the deceaſe of Grace Slater, 
and the marriage of Joſs Stansfield with 1 Slater. 


* it was obvious, chat if the proſecutor ſhould per io his in- 
tentions of purſuing the full effect of the decree, there would be 
no probability of eſcaping its diſtreſſing conſequences, confider- 
able pains were taken to confer with him, and to lay the matter 
ſeriouſly on his conſcience : but theſe endeavours were fruitleſs, 


as he refuſed to grant an opportunity to * perſons who at- 
tempted to ſpeak with him. 


This rigorous proſecution was at length carried to extremity 
for, on the 16th of the fifth month, 1795, after having been ha- 
raſſed with the proceedings about fix years, the perſons under- 
mentioned were, by attachment out of the ſaid Court, taken 
mto IEG and impriſoned in the county jail at York, where 

they 
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| they kill remain ib confinement. Moſt of them are in low 
circumſtances, and = of them dependent on their induſtry word 

7 ſupport. £ 445 | 

- The following is a ſtate of their families, &c. 
Jobn Wormall, has a wife, his age near ſeventy. 
Fobn Stansfield, a wife and two ſmall children. 
Henry Wormall, a wife and five ſmall. children. 
Henty King, a wife and ſeven children. 
Fobn Wilkinſon," a fingle rhan. * ; 
 Wilkam Hartley, a wife and four children. 
| * Brown, à wife and ten children, but ſome of ben not 
dependent on him. * 
| Fame: Walton a wife and fix ſmall childret 
As their friends of the ſame Society i are 3 by the ſame 
religious principle, from diſcharging the above demands, theſe perſons 
will probably continue in priſon; until a ſequeſtration be iſſued, and 
enough of their property be diſtrained to anſwer the ſaid adjudged 

: demands, and coſts. This, as ſome of them are poor, will pro- 

1 | bably ſtrip them of all their little property; which even in that 

. caſe may not be ſufficient to ſatisfy. the claim, fince their impri- 
ſonment has already rendered ſome of their numerous families de- 

pendent on the charity of their friends, for that ſupport which 

the labour of the huſband had uſually procured. But to prevent 
miſapprehenſions on this ſubject, it is neceſſary to contradi an 
opinion which is generally entertained, that the Society has a fund 
for reimburſing thoſe who ſuffer, on account of Tithes or other 
Eccleſiaſtical Demands; and that it is, for this purpoſe, the accounts 
for ſufferings, mentioned in the Yearly- Mecting's Epiſtles, are 
collected and preferved. The Society has no ſuch fund; nor is 
any pecuniary relief afforded to thoſe who ſuſtain loſſeb of this na- 
ture, unleſs their neceſſities render them objects of charity; in 
which caſe, it is well —— the en relieves all its members. 


Before the cloſe of this 8 it may not be i improper 
to obſerve, that the objeQions which this Society make to the 
payment of Tithes, and things of that nature, proceed not from 
diſreſpect to the laws and government; but from a ſincere belief 

| that theſe claims are contrary to the precepts of Chriſt, the ſu- 
| rome Lawgiver, and to the ſpirit and tenor of the Goſpel. 


| priſoners, 


| = (£3 

 prifonets, therefore; whillt they believe it to be their duty paſſively 
to bear teſtimony againſt all demands of this kind, however 
enforced, cannot but view it as a great aggravation of their ſuffer- 
ings, to be proſecuted in a Court in which the charges are heavy 
and ruinous, and by which they are torn from their — and 
en- and their bodies par in 8 


Signed by the Prifoners, in the Caſfle at York, 
the fourth AT of te tenth month, 1793. 


52 JOHN WORMALL, 
JOHN STANSFIELD, 
n HENRY WORMALL, 
' HENRY KING, 
JOHN WILKINSON,* 
WILLIAM HARTLEY, 
- JOSEPH BROWN, 
JAMES WALTON. 


2 „ if chad £797, in priſon. 


— 


As it has been alleged, that the Friends, when ſummoned before 
the Juſtices, pleaded a modus in bar of George Markham's 
claimz and thereby precluded him from proceeding in a 
ſummary and far lefs oppreſſive way, than by a ſuit in the 
Court of Exchequer j it is deemed proper to ſubjoin the fol - 
lowing particulars, in addition to the foregoing narrative. 


We John Wormall and Henry Wormall, priſoners in Tork 
Caſtl e, at the fuit of George Markham, vicar of Carlton, for non- 
payment of Tithes, declare as follows: That we are the only 
perſons now living of the Society called Quakers, who were, on 
that account, ſummoned, by the ſaid George Markham, to appear 
before the Juſtices at the time of the Quarter Seſſions held at 
Skipton about the year 1781 : That we well remember that Fohn 
Slater, William Slater, William Wormall, and Jobn Wilkinſon, who 
ate now deceaſed, were alſo ſummoned, and appeared with us at 
the ſame time : That no perſon was examined by the Juſtices, on 
that occaſion, except William Mormall; and that he did not plead, 

or 


{ 
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+ Gn "mention of; a modus; tht: aſked by the». 
Juſtices, whether, in caſe he had no religious ſeruple, the demand 


appeared to be reaſonable; the ſaid William Mor mall particularly. 


objected to the ſtatement of the valüe of Calves, which he cot - 
Ecived to be exorbitant; and that the Juſtices, on inquiry, being 
of the ſame judgment (deeming the detnatid to exceed a tenth of 
the titheable property), deſired the ſaid George Markham to 
make his demand reaſonable, and that then they would grant him 
warrants of diſtreſs ; bot this the ſaid George Markham refaſed 
to do: That ſeveral others of the Friends preſet defired that he 
- the ſaid George Markham would tell them, or let them ſee, his 
demand againſt them; bit that his anſwer was, that he would 
ſue every man in the Exchequer, and that then they would know 
dis demand: That the time above referred to, was the only time 


that we, br the Friends above mentioned, attended the Juſtices at 


the ſummons, or on account of the ſaid George Markham; and 
that we are ready to affirm, that nothing occurred on the occaſion 
_ aforeſaid relating to a modus, or that could in anywiſe, as we 


ſuppoſe, put the bufineſs out of the juriſdiction of the Juſtices, 


except the unreaſonablgneſs of the ſaid George Markham's de- 


mands : And this we believe to be the only reaſon that the ſaid 


George Markham did not then obtaiii warrants of diftreſs. 
| Fork Re, 21ſt of third month, 1797. 


ont WORMALL, _ 
HENRY WORMALL. 


Having read the above declaration of John - Wormall and Henry 
Wormall, and confidered the ſame, I do hereby declare, that, 
to the beſt of my recollection, the contents thereof are true; 
and that the complainant was diſmiſſed on no other grouud 


than the exorbitancy of his demands. Witneſs my hand at 


Teds, this 28th day of March, 1797. 


HENRY WICKHAM, 


One of his Majeſty's Juſtices of the Peace for the 
| Weſt-Riding of the county of York, before 


whom the before-mentioned complaint was 
brought. 
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ERRATUM : Page 29, line 4, for preſeAing read reſpecbing. 


Witneſs, 
Wu. BixKBECK. 
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